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EU Diplomatic Efforts in Middle East Noted 


BR1002130195 Paris LES ECHOS in French 
9 Feb 95 p6 


{Article by Jean-Michel Lamy: “The Fifteen Prepare the 
Ground for the Euro-Mediterranean Conference”’] 


{[FBIS Translated Excerpt] Damascus— “We hope that 
further developments of the peace process will enable 
Syria’s participation in the Barcelona conference.” In a 
few words, yesterday in Damascus, Syrian Foreign Min- 
ister Faruq al-Shar’ provided the key to the current 
situation in the Middle East: A general blockage of the 
accords with Israel; Hafiz al- Asad’s refusal to enter 
without concession into a process in which Jerusalem ts 
a participant; and concern to remain vigilant—read: 
present—in any multilateral conference concerning the 
region. 


Despite appearances, the European “troika,” in this case 
the president in office, [French Foreign Minister] Alain 
Juppe, Germany's Hans Von Ploetz, secretary of state 
for foreign affairs, Spain's Carlos Westendorp, secretary 
of state for European affairs, and Commissioner Manuel 
Marin, will be in the region until tomorrow at a judicious 
time. Syria wants to find support. Israel has an interest in 
concluding an association agreement with the Union. 
The Palestinian authority is waiting for loans. And 
Lebanon still hopes to become more representative. 


The first difficulty for the EU with its interlocutors is its 
position with respect to the United States. “There is no 
contradiction.”” Alain Juppe stressed several times. 
Nonetheless, eliminated diplomatically from the 1991 
Madrid conference as from the Oslo accords, except for 
a multilateral economic development group, Europe is 
only present, and recognized, by its wallet! 


With respect to Syria, the most recent protocol (1992- 
1996) amounts io ECU158 million. [passage omitted] 


ECUS590 Million for Gaza by 1998 


In Israel’s direction, the current protocol amounts to 
ECU 160 million. Moreover, Paris would like to sign the 
association agreement with Jerusalem under the French 
EU presidency. The debate is sharp regarding the respec- 
tive commercial interests. But the bulk of the effort is 
directed toward the Gaza Strip. For the period 1994- 
1998, the Union has promised ECU500 million, half as 
grants, half as European Investment Bank loans. [pas- 
sage omitted] 


This manna, considering the standard of living of the 
entities concerned, does noi prevent Ron Brown, U.S. 
secretary of commerce, from proclaiming himself the 
region’s economic godfather. Washington's envoy held a 
meeting last Tuesday [7 February] at Taba with Egypt, 
Israel, Jordan, and the Palestinian authority to “promote 
private investment in the countries involved in the peace 
process.” It is the direct follow-on to last November's 
Casablanca conference, where the Union was conspic- 
uous by its absence. 
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Will not the scheduling of a Euro-Mediterranean confer- 
ence on 12 November 1995 in Barcelona thus be a 
catch-up meeting? That is not the initial intention; 
instead, it is to balance the Fifteen’s commitment to the 
East and to avoid proposing to the southern partners a 
simple free trade zone (they have no prospect of joining 
the Union). [passage omitted] 


The invitations have been sent to the 1! countries 
geographically involved (except Libya). For the Commis- 
sion, and for Manual Marin, the commissioner in charge 
of the dossier, the strategy is to denote the distinction 
from the Oslo process on the one hand and, on the other, 
to stimulate requests in order to avoid an agenda being 
presented which is wrapped up ahead of time. There are 
ECUS.5 million available over five years for multilateral 
projects. For the “troika,” at stake is also the introduc- 
tion of a more geopolitical tone. But the first meeting 
yesterday with Hafiz al- Asad was only very moderately 
encouraging. Even if the door is not closed for Barcelona. 
More generally, Damascus does noi yet know to what 
degree an overture toward peace is the right choice. 


Spanish Official: Crisis in Middle East Peace 
Process 


LD0902235295 Madrid RNE-1 Radio Network 
in Spanish 2200 GMT 9 Feb 95 


[Interview with Carlos Westendorp, Spanish secretary of 
state for European communities, by unidentified corre- 
spondent, in Tel Aviv on 9 February—live or recorded] 


{[FBIS Translated Excerpt] [Correspondent] Good 
evening, Secretary Westendorp. 


[Westendorp] Good evening. 


[Correspondent] Right now you are in Jerusalem as part 
of the community troika delegation touring the Middle 
East, and today you had the opportunity to talk with 
*Arafat and Rabin right after a stormy meeting of the two 
leaders in which the profound differences that exist in 
this Middle East peace process were clear. Do you 
believe it can really be said that this peace process is in 
jeopardy? 


[Westendorp] To sum it up in very few words, the 
conclusion we, the EU troika, have drawn on this trip, 
which has not ended yet, is that the peace process is in a 
critical situation, probably the most critical situation 
since it began at the Madrid conference and subse- 
quently received a boost in the Oslo negotiations. Right 
now violence, the enemies of the peace process, the men 
of violence, those who perpetrate terrorist attacks, are 
Causing extreme tension in Israeli society, considerable 
social alarm, which has led to actions such as closing the 
territories, the closing of the self-rule areas. This in turn 
produces frustration and a situation of great dissatisfac- 
tion in the Palestinians. And this introduces a vicious 
circle, in which any kind of solution is difficult to see. 
[passage omitted: Westendorp describes the mood of 
concern in the region, recalls the scale of EU aid] 
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Right now there ts a stoppage in the peace process, and 
this creates deep concern. because there are no alterna- 
tives to the peace process. This is the most dramatic 
thing. [passage omitted] 


NATO's Claes Views Austrian PFP Participation 
AU0902 153995 Vienna DER STANDARD in German 
9 Feh 95 p3 


[Report by Thomas Mayer: “Willy Claes: NATO Has No 
Fixed Criteria for Expansion™} 


[FBIS Transiated Text] “I do not yet know what steps 
Austria is planning under NATO's Partnership for Peace 
program,” Claes says. But when asked about Austria 
forgoing joint military exercises. the former diplomat 
smiles. He is. of course, very well informed about Aus- 
tra. 


When Foreign Minister Alors Mock signs the Partner- 
ship for Peace (PFP) framework program on 10 Feb- 
ruary, “the first stage’ of a three-stage process of 
peaceful cooperation will be concluded, “the principles” 
of cooperation. This must be “followed by the most 
important stage.” the presenting of Austria's ideas about 
the individual partnership agreement: 


“It is up to the partner to make proposals, not NATO. 
That is the nature of PFP. If a partner wants to take 
cooperation very far. we say OK. If not, that is fine, too.” 
That is why the agreements with the peace partners— 
neutral countries like Sweden and Finland, or the 
Eastern European states and Russia—are so different. In 
the third and last stage, the proposals will be “examined 
together.” 


In analyzing the strategic situation, Claes indirectly 
points out that this peaceful cooperation does not set a 
precedent for NATO membership, which has led to 
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heated debates in Vienna. Yet, it marks the beginning of 
an intensive exchange of information with Austna on the 
planned NATO expansion toward the East. 


Controversial Issue Neutrality 


“There is no formula for an expansion, not even 
informal agreements within the Alliance. We have only 
just started the internal debate. The political committee 
meets every week.” Important issues have to be clarified: 
“How can enlargement be carried out while avoiding all 
risks to the Alliance?” The “budgetary aspect” 1s open, 
as are questions regarding institutions. And “the ques- 
tion on enforcing the principle of mutual assistance has 
to be solved.” For Claes, this is “very difficult”; it is 
unthinkable that this could be in line with neutrality. 


The outcome of the discussions in the political com- 
mittee is to be dealt with at the NATO ministers’ 
meeting in December. It will be possible to tell then 
“who” can join NATO “when and how.” As promised, 
“all those who have signed Partnership for Peace will be 
fully informed, including Russia and Austria. We want 
absolute transparency, we have no secrets.” 


What also needs pointing out is that NATO accession by 
East European states is primarily “a political decision,” 
not a question of meeting certain criteria: “It is imagin- 
able that someone joins who does not meet all the 
conditions. But the contrary 1s also possible: Someone 
might not become a member despite fulfilling all the 
criteria.” 

Claes considers it a problem that former Warsaw Pact 
countries “are knocking on my door all the louder,” the 
more Russian President Boris Yeltsin opposes this. It 
must be accepted that NATO is “in the middle of an 
adaptation process,” while at the same time accompa- 
nying “with total understanding” attempts to build a 
new European security structure. 
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EU Ministers Welcome Cyprus, Maltese 
Membership 


MS0902142795 London THE EUROPEAN in English 
10-16 Feb 95 p 2 


{Report by Rory Watson in Brussels and Nigel Dudley in 
London: “East Being Edged Out’’} 


{[FBIS Transcribed Text] The German government fears 
that a fresh impetus being given to Cyprus and Malia’s 
applications to join the European Union will delay the 
incorporation of new democracies in central and eastern 
Europe. 


Under a new EU policy towards the eastern Mediterra- 
nean, foreign ministers from the 15 member countries 
have indicated their willingness to open formal talks on 
membership with Cyprus and Malta six months after 
completing their own revision of the Maastricht Treaty 
next year. 


This should enable talks to begin some time in the 
second half of 1997. There is almost no chance that 
countries including Poland and Hungary will be able to 
embark on similar talks so soon, given the extent of legal 
and economic reforms they have still to undertake. 


According to one senior German official: ““We would 
prefer to begin negotiations with Cyprus and Malta 
considerably later. We do not like the idea of two 
separate rounds of negotiations and do not want to 
postpone agreement with central and eastern Europe 
because of these two islands.” 


But support for Germany has been scant. Cypriot presi- 
dent Glavkos Kliridhis, described the pledge as “‘a very 
positive step which paves the way for the entry of Cyprus 
into the European Union”. His Maltese counterpart, 
president Ugo Mifsud Bonnici, stated: “Malta is ready 
for Europe and Europe ready for Malta.” 


The prospect of enlargement to the south increased as 
the EU tried to end Greece’s long-standing opposition to 
a customs union with Turkey and a financial package for 
Ankara worth more than Ecu! billion ($1.24bn). 


Yeoryios Alexandros Mangakis, Greece's European 
affairs minister, threatened to resign on 7 February if the 
government failed to accept the proposed customs 
accord with Turkey. News of the agreement raised howls 
of protest in Greece, where Turkey is still seen as illegally 
occupying northern Cyprus. 


Turkey's foreign minister Murat Karayalcin rejected 
formal linkage between a resolution of the Cyprus ques- 
tion with Turkey's application to join the Customs 
Union, but he said he was prepared to discuss all issues 
raised by EU foreign ministers. 


The final decision, due to have been taken in December, 
was postponed after eight Kurdish MPs were jailed on 
separatism charges. 
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Turkey, however, has pledged to improve its human 
rights record. In an interview with The European, Karay- 
alcin said that where human rights violations were taking 
place, “they had to be punished”. When individuals were 
unhappy about the conduct of Turkish courts they could 
appeal to the European Court of Justice. “The Turkish 
government will accept every decision from that court,” 
he said. 


The prospect of serious negotiations with Cyprus is also 
forcing Athens to review its strategy, encouraging hopes 
that the customs union and financial package can be 
approved. 


Commission To Confront EU Fraud With 
National Police 


LD0902144695 London THE EUROPEAN in English 
10-16 Feb 95 p 1 


[Report by Rory Watson and Chris White: “Commission 
Calls in Police”’] 


{[FBiS Transcribed Text] Brussels—The European Com- 
mission, under pressure to clamp down on EU fraud. has 
for the first time acknowledged the need to bring 
national police forces in to help investigate alleged 
crimes by its own officials. 


The change in strategy comes as The European reveals 
this week that the Commission has placed two of its 
senior staff under investigation over claims of financial 
mismanagement. 


Top-level civil servants will hear the case of two officials 
from the Commission's tourism promotions unit who 
have been suspended since early last year following an 
internal inquiry. 


Anita Gradin, the new anti-fraud commissioner, con- 
firmed that police were now involved. She said: “We 
should use all the resources possible, including both 
internal and external means, such as the police, and if 
that leads to criminal proceedings, so be it.” 


British Conservative MEP [Member of European Parlia- 
ment] Edward MeMillan-Scott said: “This scandal has 
been covered up from the beginning. It affects organisa- 
tions in all EU countries. I am glad that at last the truth 
is emerging. Various EU bodies have been party to a 
whitewash and it shows that fraud control in Brussels is 
completely inadequate.” 


He has written to Commission president Jacques Santer, 
asking him to waive diplomatic immunity and allow 
police access to papers and personnel. The internal jury 
set up by Commission secretary-general David 
Williamson to hear the case “does not correspond to the 
gravity of the situation. It goes beyond fraud since there 
is evidence of a mutual cover-up”. 


The two officials involved are George Tzoanos, the head 
of the tourism unit and Pascal Chatillon, a temporary 
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official in the same unit. Both men have protested their 
innocence. Their suspensions have not been made 
public. 


The tourism unit, which has an annual budget of $7.5 
million, was severely criticised in a European Court of 
Auditors’ report in 1993. Confidential internal audit 
reports obtained by The European question a large 
number of contracts issued by the department. 


The policy of involving police could mean cnminal 
prosecution, including jail sentences, for officials found 
guilty. Until now such cases were usually handled inter- 
nally by Commission staff, a procedure criticised for its 
lack of openness and accountability. Offenders were 
disciplined internally, but only rarely faced the full force 
of the law. 


The new approach has the approval of Commission staff 
themselves. According to Michael Hocken, the chairman 
of the staff committee: “We would support transparency 
and openness. We are not above the law.” 


Officials say the Commission's earlier reluctance to turn 
to national police forces when investigating its own staff 
stemmed largely from the legal difficulties involved. 


Their contention ts that frauds invariably involve several 
national legal jurisdictions which can prove a minefield 
when trying to prosecute. 


But on at least two occasions, Commission officials 
involved in financial scams within Belgium have been 
tried by Belgian courts, with one sentenced to a lengthy 
prison term. 


Senior officials explain that the change in approach was 
necessary because it was “recognised that disciplinary 
proceedings and the means available to the Commission 
to establish proof and establish sanctions were insuffi- 
cient if they did not involve outside collaboration”. 


EU Skeptical of Norway's Border Guard Proposal 


BRO902153895 Oslo AFTENPOSTEN in Norwegian 
8 Feb 95 p6 


{Report by Morten Fyhn: “EU Skepticism With Regard 
to Border Guard Initiative”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Brusseis—The EU has 
responded skeptically and noncommittally to Norway's 
request to act as a border guard and thereby avoid the 
retntroduction of passport use in the Nordic area. 


“We are willing to hear about the passport problems that 
will inevitably arise if it becomes clear that Denmark, 
Sweden. and Finland are thinking of signing up to 
cooperation under the Schengen Accord.” 


“However, the Schengen Accord stipulates that the par- 
ticipants must be EU member states, and that observer 
status will only be awarded to those EU countries that 
are on the way to full membership,” a spokesman for the 
Belgian Foreign Ministry said. 
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Belgium is current!v presiding over the Schengen orga- 
nization and already wants to hold meetings on 15 
February with a view to discussing Denmark's forth- 
coming participation. It is widely believed that similar 
meetings will also be held with Sweden and Finland very 
soon. 


“That is when we will seize the opportunity to obtain 
informaticn on where these three EU member states 
believe the problems lie. We are well aware that their 
membership of Schengen will create difficulties for 
Norway,” the spokesman said. 


He stressed that the aim of Schengen 1s that individuals 
should only be subjected to a single passport check on the 
EU's external border, and that comprehensive and com- 
plex technical cooperation between the countries 
involved is a prerequisite for their participation in any 
such agreement. A possibility to discuss Norway's prob- 
lems with the other Schengen countries will arise if the 
three Nordic countries take up the issue in conjunction 
with their own membership applications. 


The Belgian reaction to Norway's request to act as the 
European Union's border guard is skeptical, but not 
unsympathetic. One key problem in addition to the fact 
that EU membership 1s a prerequisite for participation is 
that the Schengen member countries are linked via the 
so-called Schengen Information System (SIS) and a data- 
base containing information on undesirable and persons 
and fugitives. Norway would have to be linked up to SIS 
in order to act as a border guard on behalf of the 
European Union. 


Norway's Knudsen Unable To Nudge Commission 
on Tariffs 


BR0902152995 Oslo AFTENPOSTEN in Norwegian 
8 Feb 95 p6 


[Report by Morten Fyhn: “No Time for Norwegian 
Problems in the EU"’} 


[FBIS Translated Text] Brussels—The EU has neither 
time for nor interest in Norwegian problems, Trade 
Minister Grete Knudsen discovered yesterday. 


The EU is in no hurry when it comes to solving the tariff 
problems which have arisen for Norway after Sweden, 
Finland, and Austra became members. Yesterday Trade 
Minister Grete Xrudsen tried to get the European Com- 
mission moving, but found, much to her dismay, that 
Norwegian problems are not given high pnority there. In 
addition, a scheduled meeting with the French European 
affairs minister had to be canceled. 


“We think there is far too much delay in getting the 
negotiations started, especially with regard to tariff prob- 
lems for Norwegian fisheries products. It is clear that the 
EU countries now have so many other major issues to 
worry about that their attention is diverted from 
Norway,” the trade minister said diplomatically. 
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Sky-High EU Tariffs 


She had just come from a meeting with EU Commis- 
sioner Hans van den Broek, who could promise little 
more than that the EU’s mandate for negotiations might 
be ready by the end of the month. No one knows when 
negotiations can begin and how long they will take. In 
the meantime, Norwegian exporters of fish, agricultural 
products, and other goods are paying EU tariffs, some of 
which are sky-high. Trade with Sweden is hit particularly 
hard. 


Knudsen also got the clear message that the EU is not 
interested in reaching an interim agreement, as Norway 
wants, and later establishing a more permanent arrange- 
ment. “It does not look like they are thinking of doing it 
in several steps,’ Knudsen said. She was allowed to meet 
van den Broek by virtue of the fact that Norway is 
currently chairman of what is left of EFTA [European 
Free Trade Association]. 
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Earlier in the day Knudsen had met Ritt Byerregaard, 
Anita Gradin, and Erkki Liikanen, the three Nordic 
members of the Commission. Grete Knudsen’s message 
to them sounded like an urgent appeal to think of 
Norway when the Commission is planning anything. 
“We want to maintain such close contacts with the three 
commissioners that they have Norway under their skin, 
that they think of us, ring us up, and keep us informed,” 
the trade minister said. 


There was one bright spot however: Hans van den Broek 
took a positive attitude toward allowing Norway to 
participate in shaping new EU directives in limited 
areas, in addition to the modest influence provided for 
in the EEA [European Economic Area] agreement. Here 
Knudsen admitted that Norway had overreached itself 
in wanting to participate in all 25 subcommittees. “Pri- 
ority 1s now being placed on committees dealing with 
navigation, energy and medicines,” she said. 
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Belgium 


NATO To Strengthen Middle East, North Africa 


Ties 


BRUYO02 160695 Brussels DE MORGEN in Dutch 
9Febh Opi 


[Unattributed report: “NATO Turning to Arab Worid™] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Yesterday, NATO decided to 
strengthen its ties with five countries of North Africa and 
the Middle East. The organization 1s concerned about 
the instability in its own backyard. Secretary General 
Willy Claes warned of the danger of Muslim fundamen- 
talism in the countnes south of the Mediterranean. 


Carlos Miranda, the Spanish ambassador to NATO, 
stated that the alliance wants to establish a dialogue with 
Egypt. Israel. Morocco, Tunisia, and Mauritania. In a 
reaction to statements made by Claes, who had labeled 
Muslim fundamentalism as big a threat as Communism 
used to be, Miranda emphasized that NATO's initiative 
is Not a crusade against Islam. Claes had been cnticized 
within NATO for having exaggerated the threat of fun- 
damentalism. 


Problems in Sending Frigate to Gulf Explained 


BRO902153695 Brussels DE MORGEN in Dutch 
9Feh OS ps 


[Article signed “KvdB”™: “Frigate to Gulf? Problems”} 


[FBIS Translated Text] It does not seem very likely that 
Belgium will be able to comply with the U.S. request to 
send a frigate to the Persian Gulf in order to monitor the 
trade embargo against Iraq before next Scptember. And 
yet, the day before yesterday, the Navy had announced 
that this would not be a problem. 


Defense Minister Pinxten, for his part, stated vesterday 
that our country must also keep a frigate ready to 
evacuate UN troops from former Yugoslavia, if neces- 
sary. “That is why it is not possible to send a frigate to 
the Gulf before September,” he claims. 


In defense circles, DE MORGEN learned that there is 
also a (minor) political problem. The United States is 
exerting pressure on its European allies to help monitor 
the embargo against Iraq. However, this embargo is the 
subject of increasing criticism, because it hits the Iraqi 
population too hard. Dehaene will not have to look for a 
subject of conversation when he meets with Bill Clinton 
tomorrow. 


In addition, sending a frigate and stepping up the efforts 
in former Yugoslavia (two C1 30s, one field hospital, and 
"JN monitors) would derail Pinxten’s “humanitarian 
operations” budget. Pinxten has appropriated 1.1 billion 
Belgian francs [BFr] for 1995, but with these additional 
missions, the budget would be exceeded by BFr300 
million. 
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This additional cost will have to be compensated clse- 
where, because Pinxten committed himself to main- 
taining the budget at BFr98 billion in 1996. In 1994. the 
“humanitarian” budget had also been exceeded by over 
BFr! billion. 


EU's Reputation in U.S. Said ‘Not Very Good’ 
BR100208 1495 Groot-Bijgaarden DE STANDAARD in 
Dutch 9 Feb 95 p 8 


[Article by Mia Doornaert: “Dehaene Should Support 
German-U.S. Line in United States”] 


{[FBIS Translated Text] “Watch out. or we will do 
nothing.” Roughly, this 1s what the EU's foreign policy 
came down to every time it was faced with a crisis after 
the fall of the Wall. Former Yugoslavia is the most 
pressing example of this attitude. The humanitarian 
operations, which were taken over by the UN peace- 
keeping missions, were not and still are not a policy. but 
a poor excuse for a policy. 


Prime Minister Jean-Luc Dehaene, who ts starting an 
official visit to the United States today, will find out that 
the EU's reputation has been seriously tarnished by its 
powerlessness in the Yugoslav crisis, in which it formerly 
claimed a leading role. 


In addition, Western Europe's chilly attitude toward 
Central and East Europe is not very popular in the 
United States, esther. The Wall came down five years 
ago, but the Western Europeans are still acting as if they 
had plenty of time to adjust the EU and NATO to the 
totally changed continent. Great Britain and France still 
have serious complexes about the German un:fication, 
as if they could revert a historic evolution, 1c. the 
unification of Europe within which Germany's unifica- 
tion could take place. 


This unification process had two immediate conse 
quences for the project of European integration. First, 
Germany's heavier weight changed the mutual balance 
of powers between the EU members. Second. it trans- 
formed Germany, which until then was some kind of 
front state, into the center of the new Europe. which 
inevitably raised the problem of the enlargement toward 
the north and east. The same probiem is raised for 
NATO, for that matter. 


In Washington, where they will meet with President Bill 
Clinton, Dehaene and Foreign Affairs Minister Frank 
Vandenbroucke will soon find out that the U.S. Govern- 
ment is looking beyond the old dividing lines. and is 
calling for concrete steps toward the integration of cen- 
tral and East Europe. This puts the United States on the 
same wavelength as Germany which, for obvious rea- 
sons, can hadly accept that its eastern border would 
remain the border of the EU and NATO. Which explains 
Bonn’s approving reaction when the United States sug- 
gested at last December's NATO Council of Ministers to 
study the implications of the accession of new members 
to NATO. 
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France and Great Britain reacted very coolly to this 
proposal. During last December's CSCE conference in 
Budapest, French President Francois Mitterand even 
questioned the need of NATO's enlargement. 


The official argument of the British and French, was that 
Russia should not be offended by a fast enlargement of 
NATO. in order not to jeopardize Russian reforms. This 
is largely a specious argument. As to how the indecisive- 
ness with regard to central and East Europe can con- 
tnbute to the reforms in Russia, it has never been 
explained. Besides. the United States and Germany also 
highly value good relations with Russia. 


The true reason for the cool British and French reactions 
was quite different. Last summer, Bill Clinton visited 
Germany on his European tour, and called it “a partner 
in leadership” for the United Siates. The British got a 
collective convulsion, and wondered what had become 
of their “special relationship.” And France was deeply 
shocked because Germany rather than France would be 
regarded as the EU's leading political nation. 


Since then, London and Par:s have made overtures to 
one another, while also strengthening their ties with 
Russia, apparently in an attempt to find a counterbal- 
ance which would keep Germany “in its place.” In recent 
months. it became clear that Russia was playing the 
Western countries off against each other, and was quite 
successful at it. Apparently, Moscow 1s now relying on 
Western frends to keep NATO's door shut, and to 
considerably slow down the EU's enlargement. 


Within the EU and NATO, there are now two power 
blocks. On the one hand, the German-U.S. block, which 
#6 on favor of further EU integration and of the integra- 
won of central and East European countries within the 
Ei’) and NATO. And on the other hand, the British- 
French block, which sticks to the “Europe of Nations,” 
and 1s reluctant to expansion to the east. 


It 1s in Belgium's best interest that Dehaene and Van- 
denbroucke, during their visit to the United States, 
encourage the Clinton administration to further support 
European integration, rather than the “Concert of 
Nations” which Paris and London occasionally, and 
Moscow always has in mind, and of which the contact 
group for former Yugoslavia (the United States, Russia, 
France, Great Britain, and Germany) is a prefiguration. 


There are many valuable arguments to this effect. Firstly, 
further integration within the EU is essential for Bel- 
gium, because it would then have a bigger say than in a 
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system dominated by a few great powers. Secondly. as far 
as the integration of central and East Europe ts con- 
cerned, a small country such as Belgium has every 
imterest in that the right of self-determination of small 
and medium-sized countries is acknowledged and 


respected. 


This means that the wish of the now sovereign countnes 
of central and Easi Europe to choose their associations 
and alliances freely, should outweigh Russia’s nostalgia 
for an occupying empire which extended deep in the 
heart of Europe. A Europe in which a few great powers 
decide for all the others, and determine who can be a 
member of what, which people can be ethnically 
cleansed and which not, ‘s a very unattractive prospect 


Bosnia-Herzegovina is a prefiguration of that. The EU 
contributed to the creation of a very dubious precedent. 
by advocating the UN arms embargo against the whole 
of former Yugoslavia, which in fact strongly favored 
Serbia. 


In doing so, 1t denied a republic which it had recognized 
as a sovereign state, the means 10 defend itself, although 
the nght of self-defense 1s a basic principle of the United 
Nations’ Charter. 


Finally, it is in the whole continent's interest that cer»)! 
and East Europe are strongly embedded in the Wes... : 
organizations they want to be part of, while maintaining 
good relations between these organizations and Russia. 
However, this also requires goodwill on the part of 
Russia. As a result, the region between Germany and 
Russia, which has been the object of German-Russian 
rivalry for a very long time, would come out of the 
twilight zone, and this fragile part of the continent would 
finally be stabilized. 


For obvious reasons, the EU does not have a very good 
reputation in the United States, and Belgium by itself 
can do very little about it. However, Jean-Luc Dehaene 
1s respected both in Europe and beyond, and could make 
it clear to the United State that there are countries and 
leaders in Western Europe who want to look for creative 
solutions through European integration, in order to iead 
the changes on this continent in the night direction. This 
would also benefit Bill Clinton, who is a true advocate of 
European integration, and of a bigger European role 
within NATO, and who must keep his recalcitrant Con- 
gress from taking decisions, ¢.g. on Bosnia, which would 
lead to a direct confrontation between the United States 
and the EU. 
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x UNITED KINGDOM 


Major, Austria's Klestil Differ on EMU 


AU 0902144495 Vienna DER STANDARD in German 
9 Feb 9S p 2? 


[Report by Gerfned Sperl: “London/Vienna: Contro- 
versy Over Monetary Union™] 


[FBIS Translated Text] London—Great Britain and Aus- 
tna hold different views on the European Monetary 
Union [EMU], Foreign Minister Alors Mock admitted at 
a press conference in the Hyde Park Hotel on 8 Feb- 
ruary. After meeting Bntish Prime Minister John Major, 
Federal President Thomas Klestil had reported earlier 
that the two countries positions on the future of the 
European Union are “concurrent to identical.” 


Both Klestil and Mock said that Austria wants to “fully 
participate” in the introduction of the Euro currency and 
be part of core Europe in terms of financial and eco- 
nomic policy. Mayor, however, had warned only a week 
ago “that a common currency could tear the EU apart.” 


As far as European security 1s concerned, Major “entirely 
understood” Vienna's position, Klestil said. For Britain, 
neutralr:y 1s not an obstacle to establishing the necessary 
institutions, but it “must be judged by tis efficiency.” 
NATO was not discussed, Klesti! said. Obviously in view 
of the numerous international correspondents, Klestil and 
Mock pointed out that they had spoken out for a speedy 
EU accession of the Eastern and Central European states. 
Yet, thes “will not happen in one package.” but individu- 
ally, in line with EU standards. 


In spite of the rain, the British prime minister dashed 
across the street to tell the correspondents waiting in 
front of No. 10 Downing Street what he had told Klestil 
and Foreign Minister Mock before: “Welcome to the 
family’ The federal president added that he had 
thanked Major for supporting Austria in its efforts to 
join the EU. 


The atmosphere in Buckingham Palace, where Queen 
Elizabeth II hosted a lunch for the guests, was equally 
easy-going. Klestil 1s not on a state visit, yet this 1s the 
first visit to Britain by a federal president in almost 30 
years. li ts seen as the beginning of “a new chapter in 
relations.” This ts not only due to Austria’s El) mem- 
bership, but it signals the definite normalization fol- 
lowing the conflicts of the Waldheim years. The British 
Government had reduced official contacts to a particu- 
larly great extent. 
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Klestil Meets With Hurd, Business Leaders 


AU1002115795 Vienna DIE PRESSE in German 
10 Feb 95 p 4 


{Report by Doris } raus] 


[FBIS Translated : «>i; ( ondon—Austria offers British 
firms a wide range of direct investment opportunities, 
and it will also be of great help as a partner for joint 
ventures in the neighboring eastern countries, Federal 
President Thomas Klestil told the British industrialists 
association on the last day of his official visit to London. 
Klestil had invited high-ranking trade and industry rep- 
resentatives to accompany his delegation to Britain 


The federal president also met with “se Lord Mayor of 
London and visited the London X):vol of Economics 
and the Anglo-Austrian Society. f.icstil praised the 
society, which was cstablished in |°-44 for providing 
great support to postwar Austria. ia (he ever ng of 9 
February, Klestil also met Foreign S.:<tary Douglas 
Hurd for a short talk. 


Klestil renewed Austria's declaration for the Economic 
and Monetary Union [EMU'| and underlined its deter- 
mination to join those countnes that will meet the 
convergence critena laid down in the Maastricht Treaty. 
The only obstacle to that, the budget deficit, has been 
removed through the agreement between the coalition 
partners, he said. 


Their positions on EMU is the field where differences 
between Austria and Britain are most obvious. While 
Klestil pointed out that Austria wants to belong to the 
inner circle of EU members, which wants to realize EMU 
as soon as possible, there have been strong indications 
that London is working on new conditions for the 
common currency. 


Back in Vienna, Irmtraut Karlsson, the Social Demo- 
cratic Party of Austria's women’s affairs secretary, said 
that the statement Klestil gave on neutrality in London 
was “not very helpful.” Klestil had said that he does not 
think a referendum on changing the neutrality status will 
be neces.ary in Austria, if the government finds that 
“participation in the European security structures is of 
advantage to the country.” Neutrality is not an end in 
itself, Klestil had caid. 
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Kohl U.S. Visit Seen ‘Useful’ But ‘Difficult’ 
101002113895 Munich ARD Television Network in 
German 2130 GMT 9 Feb 95 


{Commentary by Wienfried Schariau] 


[FBIS Translated Text] It 1s one of the successes of 
Bonn’s foreign policy that the close and trusting relation- 
ship with the United States has not been affected by the 
change ef personne! in Washington. Bill Clinton has set 
different pnorities from his predecessor, George Bush. 
The United States advocates not only a division of 
burdens, but also liberation from the burden of interna- 
tional responsibilities. The efficient inicrlinking of 
German and U.S. foreign policy, however, has been 
preserved. Chancellor Helmut Kohl enjoys a great deal 
of confidence in the United States. This has been con- 
firmed by his brief visit today. 


In spite of the fact that they both consider the war 
against Chechnya a serious mistake, Koh! and Clinton 
want to continue to support Boris Yeltsin because, for 
the time being, he 1s still indispensable for Russia's 
stability and reform policy. Clinton and Kohl also agree 
that NATO should be expanded toward the east in the 
foreseeable future, but without the prospect of Russian 
membership. The United States and Germany will 
jointly try to implement the new securtty architecture for 
Europe in such a way that Russia remains a cooperative 
partner, but does not become a member of NATO. Talks 
in Congress—the Hill, as people in the United States call 
it—will give Helmut Kohl an idea of the direction in 
which Republican leaders Dole and Gingrich want to 
change the course of U.S. foreign policy. U.S. interests 
will now be placed even more in the foreground than 
under Clinton. The distance maintained regarding the 
United Nations and multilateral efforts will certainly 
cause some headached for German policy. Thus, the 
chancellor's visit to the United States was useful, but also 
difficult. 


Kohl's Words Seen To Carry ‘International 
Weight 

AU 1002121495 Berlin DIE WELT in German 10 Feb 
pl 


{Commentary by S. Lambeck: “Partner Kohl”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] The significance of Chancellor 
Kohl's brief visit to Washington became clear from the 
fact that the U.S. President declared the 26-hour visit a 
State visit and ordered military honors. Thus, the vision 
Republican President George Bush first expressed 
during his visit to Germany in June 1988, before the fall 
of the Wall, of the United States and Germany being 
“partners in leadership” is now at least coming true. 
Clinton referred to this concept during his visit to 
Germany last year. 


What may not be noticed such much in Germany 
because of the parliamentary majority in Bonn is greatly 
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appreciated in oiher countries, and that is that. in 
comparison with most of its neighbors, Germany }s 
currently a stronghold of political stability. This also 
gives the word of the German head of government 
international weight. The chancellor now speaks on 
behalf of Europe when he comments on the war in 
Chechnya and the situation in Russia, the fears of 
Russia's neighbors, and NATO's eastward expansion. Al 
the latest since the time when Clinton had to fight 
against a Republican majority on Capitol Hill, i has 
become clear that the federal chancellor may be the 
strongest pariner in overcoming international probicms. 


When dealing with the extremely difficult issue of the 
treatment of the ailing giant Russia and the satisfaction 
of the desire for security in Russia's neighboring states. 
Helmut Kohl can fall back on a network of personal 
relations. He is one of the architects of consensus 
between Russia, Europe, and the United States. 


Kinkel Insists Chechnya ‘Internal Russian Affair’ 


AU0902135595 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in 
German 1200 GMT 9 Feb 95 


[Margarete Limberg report on news conference by For- 
eign Minister Klaus Kinkel and Russian human rights 
representative Sergey Kovalev in Bonn on 9 February— 
Kovalev statements in Russian with superimposed 
German translation] 


{[FBIS Translated Text] [Limberg] Russia's human rights 
representative Sergey Kovalev, who strongly criticized 
the attitude of the West and of the FRG on the Chech- 
nyan conflict and described it as too lax during a lecture 
at the German Society for Foreign Affairs, renewed his 
criticism after a meeting with Foreign Minister Klaus 
Kinkel. 


[Kovalev] The West must not personify its policy vis- 
a-vis Russia. It must not only speak with Yeltsin but with 
Russia, and it must use a language that the Kremlin 
understands and that cannot be transformed into polite 
compliments by the Moscow press. A clear yes, yes or no, 
no—like in the gospel—is needed. If one 1s dealing with 
a criminal, one cannot confine oneself to stating that one 
does not share his view. 


[Limberg] Kinkel rejected this criticism. 


{[Kinkel] This is naturally an internal Russian affair. 
What else should it be? Nothing has changed. What else 
should it be? What is important! is—we never left any 
doubt from the beginning—that we told the members of 
the Russian Government, Mr. Yeltsin and Mr. Kozyrev, 
that this is not the right behavior. Th 1s our duty. We 
conveyed this in a clear and unequivocal manner. Our 
language was not polite but clear. 


[Limberg] The foreign minister explained the govern- 
ment’s position once more in this way’ 
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[Kinkel] Russia is destroying a grea. deal of the capital 
that it has won by the way the governmert is dealing with 
the tragedy in Chechnya and the way it is trying to settle 
the conflict. 


[Limberg] However, even in difficult times one must 
seek a dialogue with Russia. The West needs a stable and 
democratic Russia, and Germany wants to remain Rus- 
sia’s friend and partner. 


[Kinkel] We are trying to achieve a balanced relationship 
between pressure and support. 


[Limberg] Whereas Kovalev does not want to rule out 
economic sanctions or the threat of such sanctions, the 
German foreign minister favors diplomatic instruments, 
including multilateral channels, such as the European 
Union and the Organization for Security and Coopera- 
tion in Europe [OSCE]. Kinkel described the fact that 
Kovalev was recently prevented from accompanying an 
OSCE delegation to Chechnya as a completely wrong 
decision. 


On the one hand, Kovalev, who will meet with the 
Foreign Affairs Committee and human rights organiza- 
tions this afternoon, is greatly respected and admired in 
Bonn because of his support for human rights, but on the 
cther officials do not want to be identified with the views 
of this merciless critic of Yeltsin, because this might 
strongly irritate the Russian president. 


Kovalev Meets With CDU, CSU Bundestag 
Leaders 


LD0902154895 Berlin DDP/ADN in German 1456 
GMT 9 Feb 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] Bonn (DDP/ADN)—Sergey 
Kovalev, Russian human rights representative, met 
Wolfgang Schaeuble, chairman of the CDU-CSU [Chris- 
tian Democratic Union-Christian Social Union] Bund- 
estag group, and Michael Glos, leader of the CSU 
regional group, in Bonn this afternoon. Before the talk, 
Glos rejected criticism of the German Government's 
position on the war in Chechnya by Guenter Verheugen, 
SPD [Social Democratic Party] federal business man- 
ager. The German Government has always criticized 
Russia’s actions against breakaway Chechnya. Verheu- 
gen's remarks were “unbelievable” and were a negation 
of the truth. The fact that he and Schaeuble were talking 
to Kovalev “shows our profound concern over the Rus- 
sians’ actions in Chechnya,” said Glos. 


Bonn’s Respect for Kovalev Seen Signal to Yeltsin 


AU0702133395 Munich SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG 
in German 7 Feb 95 ¢ 4 


[Udo Bergdoll commentary: “Respect for Kovalev—a 
Signal to Yeltsin’’] 


[FBIS Translated Text] The “evil” Russian remains 
uninvited. Defense Minister Grachev, who destroyed 
Groznyy, is not wanted. The “good” Russian will get the 
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very big red carpet treatment in the middle of the week. 
Any self-respecting person would wish to be seen with 
Sergey Kovalev, the courageous human rights commis- 
sioner from Moscow. After the slightly delayed protest 
against the barbarism in Chechnya, all of Bonn wants to 
be seen on the right side. Taking sides with the human 
rights activists fulfills the expectation of the public, but 
cannot be misunderstood as an anti-Russian reflex. 
Kinkel gives the guest an hour of his time. Kohl has 
Minister of the Chancellery Bohl substitute for him, 
because he does not want to cancel an appointment with 
the Central Council of Jews (with a view to 8 May) and 
will fly to U.S. President Bill Clinton immediately after- 
wards. The parliamentary groups are passing the highly 
welcome Russian around in Parliament. Kovalev, who 
has been compared with Sakharov, is persona gratissima. 


Of course: The demonstration of respect for Kovalev 
also includes a warning to Yeltsin. The reason of state 
commands further appreciation for the president. How- 
ever, the fact that public opinion has condemned Yeltsin 
no longer allows this appreciation to be shown clearly. 
When Bonn shows respect for Kovalev and promises 
support, this is, at the same time, supposed to be a signal 
to the Kremlin. The people in the West are turning away 
from Yeltsin’s Russia, this is supposed to mean. The 
governments cannot prevent this and all its economic 
consequences, if Moscow does not seek peace in 
Chechnya soon. 


Kovalev will learn that Bonn cannot do anything but 
balance on the tightrope. Personally and with the help of 
other sources, Kohl has gotten the impression that 
Yeltsin is not weakened, even though he has not always 
been sufficiently informed recently. What CNN broad- 
cast also to the Kremlin came to the president with a big 
delay, as has been proved. In Bonn’s view, Yeltsin is not 
in danger for the time being because there is a lack of 
alternatives. However, one is aware of the fact that 
nowadays a lot of Kremlin astrology is once again 
included in the analyses. Yeltsin’s Security Council is 
keeping the imagination busy, just as the Politburo did in 
the past. It seems to be a fact that it is not the reformers 
that have the say but the conservative forces. The 
statement of one of its members before the invasion in 
Chechnya that, in order to gain support again, one must 
pursue a “nice little victorious war,” is considered to be 
authentic. 


The disastrous misassessments of those who whisper in 
Yeltsin's ears and the embarrassing failure of the Army 
has not helped the reformers, the West thinks. Without 
Yeltsin they would not have a chance. Nor does one see 
the majority of the people on the side of Kovalev or of 
courageous media. Summary: Bonn continues to offer a 
partnership to Yeltsin. However, visitors like Kovalev 
are given he message of how much of their reputation the 
president and army are losing. The Kremlin is to be 
deliberately exposed to public opinion without any lim- 
itations. 
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ARD: Grachev Linked to ‘Military Mafia’ in 
GDR 


AU1002122895 


[FBIS Editoriai Report} Munich ARD Television Net- 
work in German at 2000 CMT on 9 February in its 
“Panorama” program carries a 10-minute report by 
Jutta Rabe on the involvement cf Russian military 
commanders in the theft and smuggling of luxury cars, 
arms, cigarettes, alcohol, and electronic entertainment. 


The report starts with video clips from the funeral of 
Dmitriy Kholodov, a Russian journalist who was “inves- 
tigating criminal machinations of the Russian Forces 
during the withdrawal from Germany,” and killed by a 
bomb planted in his office. The Russian journalist's 
investigations led as far as Defense Minister Grachev 
and President Yeltsin. 


Pavel Gusev, identified as chief editor of MOSK- 
OVSKIY KOMSOMOLETS, states that Cholodov’s 
research proved that “large numbers of Mercedes cars 
were flown to Russia from Germany on air force trans- 
port aircraft.” 


The report then shows clips from an “amateur video” 
taken at Wuensdorf, near Berlin, the seat of the Russian 
Forces supreme command and, since unification, also 
the “headquarters of the Russian military Mafia.” The 
video shows how “stolen luxury sedans disappear in the 
fuselage of Ilyushin military aircraft.” Rabe says that 
about 5,000 cars per year have been smuggled to Russia 
in this manner, “practically in full view of the German 
police.” 


Juergen Albrecht, of the Brandenburg Land Office of 
Criminal Investigations, states that the police could not 
prevent this smuggling because the Russian commanders 
would always deny German police access to the site until 
the stolen cars were inside the aircraft, which is why 
“tactical measures” remained ineffective. 


Jutta Rabe argues that General Burlakov was “responsi- 
ble” for the smuggling of cars to Russia. According to a 
report by “Russian supreme auditor Boldyrev, made 
available to Panorama,” Burlakov was “head of a mili- 
tary Mafia that cheated Russia and Ger:any of bil- 
lions.” 


Rabe cites examples from the report such as the selling of 
diesel, bought for Russian tanks, at “dumping prices” on 
the German black market. The revenues have disap- 
peared, she says, and the owners of the companies 
involved have all been “killed suddenly in accidents or 
died.” According the auditor’s report, damage to the 
Russian state totalled 12 billion German marks (DM). 


The second example is arms deals. “Tons of war mate- 
riel”, worth “more than DM79 million” have been 
“illegally sold” to “hot spots throughout the world,” but 
most of the morey has “disappeared,” Rabe states. 
Thomas Schmidt, of the Potsdam customs police, cites a 
case of “almost 10,000 guns” that came straight from the 
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“factory in Moscow” still in their “original cases” and 
intended for the German black market. The third 
example is “crime related to the import and export of 
goods” such as cigareites, alcohol, and electronic enter- 
tainment bought by Russian officers at special stores in 
Berlin. Police seized about 300 million cigarettes a year 
in the Wuensdorf area during the years of withdrawal. 
The auditor’s report notes that fraud involving alcohol 
and electronic entertainment added up to DM100 mil- 
lion. The FRG was cheated primarily in terms of tax, 
“damages of about DM60 million per year for cigarettes 
alone,” Rabe notes. 


Ulf-Hartwig Hagemann, from the office of the Berlin 
state prosecutor, emphasizes that investigations demon- 
strate that “the generals” “knew” about certain actions. 


Rabe says that investigations carried out MOSK- 
OVSKIY KOMSOMOLETS have revealed that German 
money intended for the construction of apartments for 
withdrawing officers was also used to buy expensive cars; 
one Mercedes went to Defense Minister Grachev, 
another to Boris Yeltsin himself. 


Rabe states that, according to Berlin and Brandenburg 
police, the estimated damage suffered by the FRG 
because of the military Mafia amounts to DM6 billion. 
“According to findings by German police, politicians 
and military officers—from General Burlakov to 
Defense Minister Grachev—covered one another for 
many years.” 


Jutta Rabe ends her report by citing the case of a Russian 
arms deal with Bulgaria. The $22.8 million in proceed- 
ings were put into an account at a Zossen Deutsche Bank 
branch on the instructions of Defense Minister Grachev. 
even though President Yeltsin had ordered it transferred 
to the Russian state bank. In October 1994, the $22.8 
million was transferred to yet another account. “Accord- 
ing to information received by Panorama from Yeltsin's 
office, the millions ended up in a private account in 
Luxembourg.” 


Spokesman Denies Plans To Retire BND Chief 


LD0702152795 Berlin DDP/ADN in German 145] 
GMT 7 Feb 95 


{[FBIS Translated Excerpt] Bonn (DDP/ADN)—The 
German Government is not aware of any plans to 
remove Konrad Porzner, head of the Federal Intelligence 
Service [BND], for health reasons, government 
spokesman Dieter Vogel said in Bonn today. Porzner 
was not relieved of his duties during today’s cabinet 
meeting, he said. [passage omitted] 


Helmut Schmidt on EU Prospects, German Role 
95ENOIOIA Hamburg DIE ZEIT in German 13 Jan 95 
p3 


[Commentary by Helmut Schmidt, publisher of DIE 
ZEIT, former federal chancellor: ““Warning Against 
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Independent Acts—How Can Germany Pursue Its Inter- 
ests in the Fog of World Politics?”’} 


[FBIS Translated Text] This terrible century has brought 
humanity two world wars with many millions of casual- 
ties. Three insane ideologies have caused enormous 
suffering: Hitler's National Socialism, Marxism- 
Leninism-Stalinism, and Maoism. Two moral- 
philosophically sound ideological structures, viz. 
socialism and liberalism, appear to be losing their signif- 
icance—the ideology of capitalism seems to be dis- 
placing all the others. Science and technology have, to be 
sure, brought about many advances in this century—but 
at the same time they have triggered a growth surge in 
the world’s population never experienced in earlier mil- 
lenia and an unprecedented jeopardizing of the natural 
environment. 


With what icgacy, with what experiences, with what 
conclusions will humanity approach the 21st century? 
Anyone observing the lack of purpose and lack of resolve 
of important governments, be they in Washington, 
Moscow, or Tokyo, be they in London, Rome, or Bonn, 
anyone who can see through the replacement of a polit- 
ical class shaped by the most painful of experiences, and 
at the same time characterized by culture, by an amor- 
phous layer of career-minded persons whose main objec- 
tive is to achieve superficial effects on television, will 
look back nostalgically to the crafters of the Marshall 
Plan or the Schuman Plan. The founders of the Atlantic 
Alliance and European integration, the fathers of 
French-German reconciliation and cooperation—they 
were still striving for common goals. 


Today, several of the leading political figures in Europe 
are giving the startling impression that—unconsciously 
and unintentionally—they want to pick up in the area of 
foreign policy where the 1 9th century left off. Many view 
the unified Germany as too powerful already now, for 
which reason they are tinkering with an entente between 
Paris and London. Others, for the same reason, are 
hoping to see, for the third time, an entente between 
Paris, London, and Moscow; a small taste of this can be 
gotten from the joint de facto favoritism that they show 
the Serbs vis-a-vis the Croats and the Bosnian Muslims. 


We Germans, on the other hand, with a lack of instinct, 
have favored the Croats. But even worse: Many of us 
view Germany as the natural “bridge to the east”; others 
are acting as if Germany were a “leading power”’; still 
others are demanding a permanent seat in the United 
Nations Security Council, having the same rights as the 
United States, China, and Russia, and much to the 
annoyance of Paris and London—plus whatever other 
imperial pompousness we might dreain up. 


The same lack of instinct, was shown by the American 
President by offering us Germans a “partnership in 
leadership.” At the same time, the Americans were 
courting the Russian president, and even held out the 
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promise of membership by Russia in the Atlantic Alh- 
ance in the future—just to reject Russian veto rights 
today against any expansion by NATO, justifiably, to be 
sure. 


Russia, as enormous as its current weaknesses may be 
and however long they may last, is a continent unto 
itself. Russia encompasses ten time zones; when the sun 
was setting todzy in Kamchatka, it had not even risen in 
St. Petersburg. The bulk of the world’s largest country 
lies in Asia. At the same time, Russia has at its disposal 
immense natural resources and a powerful military force 
that includes all categories of nuclear weapons. For these 
reasons, Russia is, and will remain, a world power that 
demands respect. 


The end of the Soviet empire, and with it the bipolarity 
in world politics, has by no means created a situation in 
which the European states can once again resume their 
power games and their manipulations to bring about an 
equilibrium within Europe, such as they were accus- 
tomed to doing in the 19th century, and which twice led 
to ruin in the 20th century. For even the larger European 
states are being marginalized by the rectangle of heavy- 
weight world powers that is becoming evident. In a 
power comparison with the United States, with Russia, 
China, and Japan—the last-named country above all 
because of its propensity to save and the capital exports 
which the world cannot do without—, England, France, 
Italy, or Germany are only middleweights. None of these 
countries, acting alone, can successfully look after its 
political-strategic interests—neither its economic nor its 
other existential interests—on the world stage. 


For that reason, in order to grow into the role of a fifth 
world power, they either require a close dependence on 
America—or a sufficiently tight amalgamation within 
the European Union. But the greater the dependence on 
the United States, the greater and more sensitive also the 
dependence on Washington’s strategies, which have 
changed frequently since 1976—and the touchier the 
reaction, especially by the French. 


Despite this, it is necessary for the Atlantic Alliance to be 
preserved; for no one can know for sure if Russia's 
interest in the preservation of its power spheres in the 
“near abroad” and of effective spheres of influence in 
eastern Europe, in the Balkans, in the Middle East, and 
in Central Asia, will not still precipitate a conflict one 
day whose [potential] spread to the west makes a capa- 
bility for mutual defense imperative. For that reason, the 
governments participating in the alliance must take care 
that the crisis of the United Nations Security Council, 
which from Somalia to Bosnia has taken on far too 
much, does not suddenly lead to a crisis of decay within 
NATO. 


However, the sooner and the more the declarations of 
intent of the EU [European Union] states for a mutual 
security policy were to be implemented, declarations 
which so far have existed on paper only, the less would 
become the dependence on Washington in the future. 
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This could come about, for example, as a result of the 
awakening of the sleeping beauty WEU [Western Euro- 
pean Union]. i.e. of its actually being made the instru- 
ment of the promised security policy of the EU. It would 
not be necessary that ill fifteen (or more later on) EU 
member states take part in this. It would be imperative, 
however, that the atomic forces of France be made 
available for this purpose—neediess to say, under 
French command (and in the event of England's partic- 
ipation, under joint nuclear planning by Paris and 
London). In this way the WEU could give the Poles, the 
Hungarians, the Czechs, and the Slovaks the security 
guarantees that they so fervently want. All of them will 
become members of the European Union anyway in the 
course of the next ten years at the latest—and Moscow 
would have no justification whatsoever for protesting 
against their membership in the WEU. Needless to say, 
the North Atlantic Pact would have to be adapted and 
dovetailed with the WEU. 


What is needed, in addition, is the definitive establish- 
ment of regular consultations—also on an ad hoc basis, if 
need be—between the United States (or the Atlantic 
Alliance), the EU, and Russia. The OSCE [Organization 
for Security and Cooperation in Europe] is not suited for 
this purpose; neither Moscow nor Washington, nor the 
European Union, could be expected to conduct highly 
difficult strategic discussions as one among 53 ('!) OSCE 
delegations. Clinton’s “Partnership for Peace” is like- 
wise not suited, both for these same reacons and in 
addition because of its nebulous vagueness. It serves the 
strategic as well as prestige interests of Moscow, just as it 
does those of Washington and the European Union, to 
create a joint consultative organ at the highest level. The 
Russian act of violence in Chechnya makes this necessity 
very clear—particularly since it will hardly be the last! 


We Germans must face up to the fact that the great 
numerical weight that we gained through unification, 
and the economic significance that will presumably be 
ours in the next century, are a cause for concern for many 
of the other Europeans. Poles and Czechs are still afraid 
of us, historically justified and certainly understandable. 
Many others fear that Germany could seize the leader- 
ship role in the European Union. It is for that reason that 
many of the French are today reacting with increasing 
reserve to the federative community project, dubbed 
Political Union, which is being pursued primarily by 
Germans. Whether it be Werner Weidenfeld or Wolf- 
gang Schaeuble: In the eyes of the French, the papers of 
both are typical opening products for a future German 
drive to create. In addition, they are filled with a 
typically German tendency toward institutional- 
Organizational perfectionism—a powerful element of 
typically English pragmatic statesmanship would do us 


Many of the French are now going so far as to conceive 
of Russia as a future counterweight to Germany. Many 
Americans are instead conceiving of the United States 
and its presence in Europe in this role. The Italians are 
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likewise concerned over what they perceive to be a future 
German predominance; but at the moment they are too 
occupied with themselves to give voice to their concern. 
The Dutch, the Belgians, and the Danes know how 
greatly their economy and their national income dovetail 
with the German national economy. For that reason they 
exercise restraint in their criticism of Bonn; but the 
distrust is festering beneath the surface, especially 
among the Dutch. 


The English were never happy with the whole direction 
being taken by European integration; they only went 
along with it in order not to lose their influence on 
European developments. Today, some of them go so far 
as to impute a “Russian option” to Germany as a 
“classical” possibility for the future. And it is not only 
many Poles who are afraid of precisely this; historical 
experiences with joint Russian-German partitionings of 
Poland have not been forgotten. 


No one knows if, when, and how Russia will revert to its 
traditional expansionist foreign policy. For centuries, it 
was directed not only at the Far East, at Central Asia, 
and at the Transcaucasus, but in the same way also at the 
Baltic region, at Poland, at the Balkans, and at Con- 
stantinople (now Istanbul). No one knows if, when, and 
how Ukraine and other present-day CIS states will be 
reunited with Russia—and what the consequences will 
be for uninvolved third parties, in the form of large 
streams of refugees, for example. Also because of geo- 
strategic considerations such as these, the notion of a 
German-Russian option is absurd. 


No one knows if and when it will be possible fo: a market 
economy, the rule of law, and a democratic form of 
government to become established to some extent in 
Russia—in one or in two or in three generations? Or not 
at all? In the realm of literature and music, Russia has 
made a significant contribution to a fabric of European 
culture that is unique in the history of the world; but in 
the fields of political culture, the culture of public and 
private law, or the culture of economics, Russian contri- 
butions to the history of Europe are missing. Anyone 
who idealizes the Russia of the past as a future democ- 
racy understood neither his Dostoyevsky nor Solzhen- 
itsyn’s manifesto. Also for cultural reasons, therefore, 
Russia remains a nation and a state that is unique unto 
itself (for which reason, too, its possible integration into 
NATO or other European configurations remains a 
completely mistaken notion). 


Uncertainty over the future development of world power 
Russia is one of the primary causes of the global fog. 
Henry Kissinger remarked a while back that all the 
important players were flying on instruments—he meant 
America, Russia, and China. His ironic comparison can 
perfectly well be extended to the states of the European 
Union. And also to the EU itself, especially since tried 
and tested pilot Jacques Delors has left the cockpit. 


The European fog has been made denser by the confused 
and convoluted Maastricht Treaty, illegible and incom- 
prehensible even to a well-meaning layman. Because the 
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German unification is one of the causes of the European 
fog, German pilot services are currently not to be 
expected. Besides: they are not at all desired. For no one 
in the political classes of the EU member states wants 
Germany to be the aircraft pilot—quite the contrary! 


And—incidentally—the German foreign and Europe 
policy would at this point in time also be much too 
leaderless for tasks such as this. Never before has a 
government of the Federal Republic abdicated elements 
of its foreign policy authority to such a great extent. The 
Federal Constitutional Court. the president of the 
Bundesbank [German Federal Bank], the chief-of-staff 
of the Bundeswehr, the chairman of the largest caucus in 
the Bundestag—all of them claim to be able to determine 
the direction to take better than the hopelessly overtaxed 
foreign minister. 


But they are also meddling in the duties of the Chan- 
cellor. Such strategic questions, for example, as the night 
path to a common currency or to a mutual security 
policy, the mission of German armed forces within the 
framework of NATO, the WEU, or Unned Nations 
Security Council resolutions, [these questions] demand 
guideline decisions by the Chancellor, and they require 
their implementation by the Chancellor. 


And yet Helmut Kohl cannot be faulted for his percep- 
tion of the most important German interest—namely, 
through close cooperation with France and through 
Germany’s self-imposed inclusion in the European inte- 
gration process, to prevent the formation of a coalition 
of other important states against Germany, as existed 
twice before. The real and energetic pursuit of this 
principle is currently the most significant conceivable 
German contribution to world politics! 


Nothing without France! And if at all possible: nothing 
that runs contrary to the interests of Poland! Under no 
circumstances [should there be] a violation by Germany 
anywhere, be it on the world stage or within the Euro- 
pean Union, of important French interests and feelings, 
or of French national pride! We Germans cannot pene- 
trate the fog of world politics, we are not a world power, 
and we have neither the capability nor the desire to be 
one. But in reliable tandem with the French nation, we 
can together become and remain a factor of predict- 
ability on which Europe and the world powers can 
rely—and which they must take into account. 


This role is not performed by means of symbolic acts, by 
meetings over graves of the two world wars, or by a desire to 
participate in victory celebrations. What are needed, 
instead, are concrete joint actions. And the public visibility 
thereof—as in the seven years from 1974 to 1981. Joint 
French-German initiatives carry weight, abstract declara- 
tions are not worth the paper they are written on. 
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Why should there not be a German policy, coordinated 
with France, vis-a-vis Algeria? Against violent Islamic 
fundamentalist groups—while at the same time showing 
respect for the Islamic world religion? Why no joint 
iniiiative to limit and structure the unwanted continued 
emigration from North Africa and from eastern and 
southeastern Europe? It would serve the interests of both 
France and Germany, as well as those of the EU as a 
whole: needed for this purpose, to be sure, would be an 
alignment of the law, particularly of the German citizen- 
ship law—videant consules' Neither the French nor the 
Poles, neither the English, Dutch, Italians, nor Czechs 
view the reorganization of their nation into a “multicul- 
tural society”’ as desirable—so why all the German talk 
about this topic? 


The end of the 20th century has permitted the renewed 
emergence everywhere of the historically and culturally 
deeply rooted desire for national identity and national 
self-determination. If this were not the case, neither 
would we Germans have been able to desire our unifica- 
tion nor would our neighbors have accepted it as legiti- 
mate. It is time for us to finally recognize: Charles de 
Gaulle was right when he spoke of a “Europe of father- 
lands”. Let us be honest and realistic: The more and the 
more clearly we speak up within the European Union in 
dealing with each point of the Brussels agenda in favor of 
respecting the nations and their right to self- 
determination by their national governments and parlia- 
ments, the more we will be promoting our friendship 
with France—and, at the same time, promoting real 
progress in the EU. For God knows that its progress is 
not linked to joint regulations on cucumbers, condoms, 
and everything else imaginable, but rather to joint 
actions taken outward! 


For example, if and as soon as a joint German-French 
initiative should prove useful in inviting the world 
powers Russia and China to participate fully in the 
annual world economic summits, then by all means! If a 
joint German-French initiative for a permanent strategic 
consultation between the United States (or NATO). the 
EU, and Russia could be made possible, then this should 
be done! And if France should one day want German 
military aircraft to fly cover for a possible withdrawal of 
French soldiers from the former Yugoslavia, then yes! 


In every democracy, it is the right of the opposition to 
pursue diverging concepts also in the area of foreign policy. 
How fortunate that this is not the case today with respect 
to the most important principle of Germany's Europe and 
foreign policy, namely the entente with France. This is an 
asset that the government and the opposition should put to 
good use, [and] in dealing with this principle they should 
also visibly pull on the same rope. 
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These are ideas that require discussion. To be sure, they 
are by no means bolder than was the notion of the Treaty 
of Rome four decades ago or the Elysee Treaty three 
decades ago. Or, two decades ago, the French-German 
initiative for regular summit meetings by the member 
states of the European Community and the world’s 
primary industrialized nations at the time. Also in 1975, 
and lasting into the 1980's, it was a worldwide fog with 
which we were dealing, but at that time this fog was not 
primarily of a foreign policy, but of an economic, nature. 
Industrial as well as developing countries—nearly the 
whole world suffered from the massive withdrawal of 
substantial portions of the national product and national 
income as a result of two dictates by OPEC to multiply 
the price of oil. We were threatened with a situation in 
which governments went off on their own and acted 
against one another. The regularly held summits have 
not resulted in concerted action, to be sure, but they have 
prevented the pilots from crashing into each other in the 
world’s economic fog and plunging the world’s economy 
into a greater catastrophe. 


What is needed again today is the prevention of colli- 
sions in the fog. At risk this time are geostrategic 
conflicts which could extend with dangerous conse- 
quences well into the 2Ist century. As an example, 
the—in part extremely brutal—employment of Russian 
troops in the Caucasus region demands consultations 
and serious efforts by the west to make its influence felt. 
The same will apply to all the future military conflicts 
taking place on the soil of the former Soviet Union and 
the Balkan peninsula. But any European who wants to 
prevent future collisions must realize that a close soli- 
darity between France and Germany can provide only 
part of the required means—but unless this condition is 
met the dangers would only become still greater. 
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FAZ Economic Indicator Shows Continued 
Upward Trend 

AU0702142695 Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTER 
ALLGEMEINE in German 7 Feb 95 p 13 


[Unattributed report: “FAZ Indicator: Rise Slowing 
Down”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Frankfurt/Main, 6 February—in 
December 1994 the FAZ economic indicator remained 
pointing upward. With a value of 118.8 it rose by 0.3 
percent compared with the month before and once again 
clearly exceeded (12.5 percent) tle previous year’s level. 
The slowing down of the speed of the indicator’s rise over 
the past three months suggests that in the later course of 
this year West German economic development will enter 
calmer waters. Following the strong economic recovery. the 
economy's move toward 4 more moderate course ef growth 
would certainly be seen as positive, since it reduces the 
emergence of economic overheating and thus furthers the 
upswing. Material capacities in West German industry are 
already utilized more than the longstanding average. Such 
considerations have certainly contributed to the Bundes- 
bank not countering the slight increase in money market 
interest rates at the end of 1994. Given the unaltered high 
interest level on the capital market, in December the 
difference in interests has gone down a bit and thus braked 
the indicator’s rise. Orders received by the manufacturing 
industry, on the other hand, provided tangible stimuli; both 
domestic and foreign orders rose strongly compared with 
the previous month. The favorable economic situation is 
increasingly improving the prospects for the labor market. 
The number of job offers in FRANKFURTER ALLGE- 
MEINE has skyrocketed over the past few months. 
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Commentary Discusses U.S. Visit by Alain Juppe 
95P20474B Paris LIBERATION in French 31 Jan 95 
p? 


[Article by Pierre Bnancon: “Clinton’s Anguish Vis- 
a-Vis Congress” ] 


[FBIS Translated Text] During his lightning visit to 
Washington last week as president of the Council of 
European Ministers, Alain Juppe was able to witness the 
degree to which the new Republican-majonty Congress 
intimidated the Clinton Administration: it was enough 
for a member of the House of Represeniatives to raise 
his voice at the end of a meeting with Warren Christo- 
pher, who was signifying his intention to leave for the 
lunch scheduled for him and his French counterpart, for 
the secretary of state to prolong his talk for half an hour. 
“He has a meeting with the French minister. It is more 
important for him to talk with the members of this 
commission. And if the French foreign minister can use 
the time to call his new friends in Baghdad, it would be 
very productive,” said Tom Lantos of California. This 
subtle allusion to France's Iraq policy was aimed at 
Tarig Aziz’s recent visit to Paris and the opening of a 
French interest section in Baghdad, a decision that was 
highly criticized in the United States. 


The French delegation tried to hold steadfast in the face 
of adversity, showing understanding for the new imper- 
atives of U.S. domestic policy. All the more so since 
Juppe’s “European” trip (he was accompanied by Euro- 
pean Commissioner Leon Brittan, an old “bete noire” of 
the forgotten GATT fights) made it possible, above all, 
to “smooth over’ some more specifically Franco- 
American misunderstandings. On Algeria, where France 
has at times reproached the United States for holding too 
specific contacts with organizations such as the Islamic 
Salvation Front (FIS), Juppe was able to remark in 
private, following his meetings with Christopher, that 
“there was less distance between American and French 
positions than was said.” France now insists more on the 
need for a return to democracy in Algeria, and the 
United States renews its obligation to talk only with 
Islamist movements that “have renounced terrorism and 
violence.” This in fact is easier to enunciate than to 
practice, as Juppe himself admitted, because the distinc- 
tion between “terrorist’”’ movements and others is not 
always easy to make in the Islamist cluster. 


On Bosnia, Juppe also called for a European, and espe- 
cially French, course of action, stressing anew the nefar- 
ious consequences that an eventual unilateral lifting of 
the embargo on arms deliveries to Bosnia such as the one 
promised by Republicans in Congress would have in the 
field. The tenuous progress made in the past few weeks 
would be canceled, and the French, like the British, 
would withdraw their forces, the minister pleaded once 
again to an already convincec counterpart; like other 
Administration members, Christopher has repeatedly 
beseeched the Republicans to refrain from acting on this 
subject. In today’s climate, everything is being done to 
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conciliate the Congress and enter in its good graces, be it 
only to safeguard what can be salvaged of Clinton's 
foreign policy. This can explain, if not justify, the fact 
that the French minister was kept waiting. Bosnia is 
indeed worth a small delay. 


Juppe Urges EU Antiracism After Austrian 
Bombings 


AU0902191395 Paris AFP in English 1855 GMT 
9 Feb 95 


{[FBIS Transcribed Excerpt] Paris, Feb 9 (AFP)}—France 
Thursday [9 February] called on its Eu opean Union 
allies to move against all forms of racism after two 
racially-motivated bomb attacks in Austria in which four 
gypsies were killed and a council employee injured. 


French Foreign Minister Alain Juppe contacted his 
counterparts in the 1 5-nation EU at the request of Prime 
Minister Edouard Baliadur, foreign ministry spokesman 
Richard Duque said. 


Balladur on Thursday strongly condemned “criminal 
and racist” attacks in Austria and said he had directed 
Juppe to press the European Union to take “concrete 
measures to combat racism.” 


France currently holds the EU presidency. 


In his contacts with his EU collegues Juppe expressed 
French concern at the attacks and said that “ongoing 
work in the European Union to promote the fight against 
racism and xenophobia must be accelerated.” 


Juppe said a working group, headed by Jean Kahn, the 
president of the representative council of Jewish institu- 
tions in France (CRIF), that was set up after the last EU 
summit in Essen, Germany, must yield quick results so 
that EU foreign ministers can discuss its findings at their 
March 6 meeting. 


Austria joined the European Union on January |. 


The CRIF said after the attacks that “French Jews will 
not forget that gypsies were also victims of the racist folly 
of yesterday's Nazism: and its henchmen today.” [pas- 
sage omitted] 


Difficulties of Common European Defense Policy 
Noted 


BR0902134695 Paris LE FIGARO (LE 
FIGARO-ECONOMIE Supplement) in French 9 Feb 95 
p12 


[Commentary by Baudouin Bollaert: “The Hazards of 
Joint Defense”’] 


{[FBIS Translated Text] For many European leaders, 
especially in France, the currency and defense are the 
two areas in which the Fifteen can and must make 
progress by the end of the century. 
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However, they are not equivalent. First of all because, in 
the Maast’icht Treaty, Economic and Monetary Union 
[EMU] is the subject of a precise timetable, whereas 
defense is merely a possibility with a distant target date. 
Moreover, while the EMU is a Community undertaking 
par excellence, with, at its center, a transfer of monetary 
sovereignty accepted by each member state, the creation 
of a joint defense cannot be other—for example, in the 
minds of the French and the British—than an intergov- 
ernmental exercise. 


The Maastricht Treaty institutionalizes this sort of 
dichotomy between, on the one hand, the supranational 
(everything involving the single market) and, on the 
other, simple cooperation among nation states (justice, 
the police, foreign and security policy, defense). 


Weapons programs are a good example of this coopera- 
tion which eludes the “Community machinery.” Highly 
conditioned by governments’ orders and subject to the 
criteria of general staffs, how could they be otherwise? 


In parallel with this, the Union’s member states are 
increasing their efforts at military cooperation: The 
Eurocorps launched by the French-German alliance, the 
joint French-British air “capability”, or the French- 
Italian-Spanish maritime intervention force... But all of 
this does not yet create a joint army, far from it. 


In Bosnia, as [Foreign Minister] Alain Juppe noted 
recently, “Europe has never acted in a collective manner 
from the military standpoint.” Hence the desire to 
strengthen the Western European Union, the only Euro- 
pean agency with competence in defense matters, while 
maintaining a strong Atlantic alliance. 


A common foreign and security policy must st.ll be 
defined, and a synergy established between diplomatic 
action and military resources. The intergovernmental 
method could yield surprises. Unanimous for once, the 
OSCE countries decided, in November in Budapest, to 
send a peacekeeping force to Nagorno-Karabakh. Since 
then, nothing. No one has devoted himself to the job of 
staffing it with people... 


European Preference in Defense Purchasing 
Discussed 


BR0902151795 Paris LE FIGARO (LE 
FIGARO-ECONOMIE Supplement) in French 9 Feb 95 
p12 


{Interview with France’s Henn Conze, general delegate 
for weapons, by Thierry d’Athis, place and date not 
given: “Henri Conze: The European Preference Cannot 
Be Decreed, It Must Be Built] 


[FBIS Translated Text] [d’Athis] How can the European 
weapons industry really exist if the countries involved 
continue to buy American? 


[Conze] You raise a problem which some people want to 
resolve by speaking of a “European preference.” A 
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priori, this idea seems natural. Under the Maastricht 
Treaty, the Union must make progress in the weapons 
field. Buying European also makes it possible to produce 
larger quantities of equipment, and thus reduce the unit 
acquisition cost. 


Nonetheless, the general staffs of the European countries 
have the duty to buy the equipment which best suits their 
own needs. No one can proh.vit them from planning to 
acquire high-performance equipment produced outside 
of the Union. To solve this contradiction, our countries 
must learn to consult with each other at a very early 
stage, from the moment a new weapons system is 
defined. When a general staff can be brought to take into 
consideration its requirements in jointly established 
specifications, there will be no reason for it not to buy 
European. 


Ultimately, the European preference cannot be decreed, 
it must be built. It presupposes that our equipment is 
competitive. This is the objective of industrial restruc- 
turing and cost control. It is also in the industry's 
interest: If the European preference means buying Euro- 
pean equipment at higher cost, the defense industry will 
cut itself off from export markets. 


We must not forget, however, that commerce among EU 
countries already exists at a high level. For example, I 
should point out that the Netherlands bought 18 Cougar 
helicopters from us last year, which is not insignificant. 


{d°’Athis] What is the situation in France with respect to 
necessary industrial cooperation to compete with the 
concentrations under way in the United States or in 
Germany? 


[Conze] I do not believe that the Franco-French frame- 
work must be considered first of all in the area of 
restructuring. For the reasons cited above, the important 
thing is to achieve a genuine European arms market, one 
which is efficient and dynamic. This does not exist at 
presem. We must organize it, especially from the stand- 
point of the enterprises. 


How? In each large field, we know that we can only 
conserve one or two large transnational groups. Just one 
if the industrial resources and capacities do not allow 
more, two where possible, to preserve competition. 


It is in this framework that we find, for example, the 
current negotiations in the field of missiles and space, 
which involve French industry very directly. 


[d’Athis] How can one reconcile national independence 
and European cooperation with countries which are 
sometimes technologically less advanced? 


[Conze] It is clear that our independence depends on 
sharing development costs of new arms systems with our 
European partners. The growth of these costs greatly 
exceeds the GNP growth, and of the resources which the 
nation can devote to equipping its armed forces. Let us 
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take an example. In constant value terms, the develop- 
ment of the Mirage III cost 8 billion francs [Fr], the 
Mirage 2000 some Fr24 billion, while we are reaching 
Fr46 billion with the Rafale, and the U.S. planes are a 
good deal more expensive. 


We must thus work with our neighbors to develop 
together the equipment suited to our needs. This is not a 
new phenomenon, by the way. Cooperation has existed 
for over 30 years. But we must be more pragmatic than 
in the past. Without ignoring the legitimate ambitions of 
the defense industries of the Union’s countries, we must 
undoubtedly move beyond the overly strict implementa- 
tion of principles like those of “fair return,” which is too 
difficult to manage and ultimately antieconomic. 


Economic Priorities of French EU Presidency 
Viewed 

BRO902153395 Paris LE FIGARO in French 9 Feb 95 
pil 


{Commentary by Xavier Marchetti: “The Weight of 
Europe” ] 


[FBIS Translated Text] In the presidential election 
debate which is just beginning, Europe has an assigned 
place. Is it a priority? We shall see. For the time being, it 
is only a pretext for predictions: What additional support 
can it bring to the candidates—to those who, on the 
extremes, reject Maastricht, or to those, more or less in 
the center, who swear by it? Only the polls allow one to 
judge, prudently. 


The position is clear for the government. Until July, it 
holds the EU presidency. It intends to make good use of 
this. Subject to a perfect cohesion between Paris and 
Bonn, it has the means to make things move forward. 


At the top of its list of priorities, which it has already set 
itself publicly, there is economic growth and employ- 
ment. All of the phrases about the demographic and 
economic strength represented by the EU do not hide 
another reality: The community's mastering of economic 
growth remains to be invented as long as unemployment 
continues to weigh heavily and, in the member states, as 
long as too many regulations and constraints block a true 
concerted action. In effect, the disparities are innumer- 
able and unification uncertain. 


First example: the distribution of the fruits of economic 
growth. For the last 10 years or so, France has given 
more than half of new gains to the improvement in 
salaries, Germany only 20 per cent. This is an illustra- 
tion of what is called the “implicit collective preference 
for unemployment.” This means that we preferred raises 
in selaries to the creation of jobs. 


Another example: part-time work. Increasingly, it is 
being seen as an efficacious method to absorb the unem- 
ployed. But it is a great deal more difficult to practise 
here than in certain of our partners. 
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As limited as they are, these indications prove that sub- 
stantial adjustments still have to be made. Above all, they 
show that it is difficult to conceive of development without 
adding a social dimension to the European project. The 
government, with the prime minister in the lead, has been 
camped on this conviction for two years. It shows it off at 
any occasion. But whomever says “social,” in an opinion- 
dominated democracy, says “consultation,” and, eventu- 
ally, conflict between social partners. 


Francois Perigot, the influential “boss of European 
bosses," is sending to European Commission President 
Jacques Santer, a memorandum which, in this sense, 
amounts to a base document. Logically, it gives greater 
importance to preserving the competitiveness of corpo- 
rations and rejects the idea of a European “social deficit” 
which could be blamed on company heads. 


This t¢ to say that the debate is shaping up to be open, if 
not rough. Edouard Balladur, persuaded that, in Europe, 
one will not be able to do without a real social dialogue, 
had predicted it. He will not let the six months of the 
French presidency go by without holding one “15- 
member conference” on social Europe and contractual! 


policy. 


Article Comments on Change in Algerian Policy 
95P2474A Paris LIBERATION in French 4-5 Feb 95 
pp 8-9 


[Article by Patrick Sabatier: “France's Change of Direction’’} 


[FBIS Translated Text] Even if it may be nothing more 
than a “hope,” Francois Mitterrand’s call for a European 
Union (EU) initiative on Algerna on the basis of the 
dialogue started by the Algerian opposition in Rome 
accompanies a notable change in the French position on 
this tragedy. A gesture resulting from an evolution in the 
French analysis of the Algerian crisis, motivated by the 
hijacking of the Air France Airbus at the Algiers airport, 
which strengthened France's doubts as to the Algerian 
regime's will to seek a political solution to the conflict. 


Presidential Stakes 


The risk that the French presidential elections may be held 
hostage by the Algerian tragedy also weighs heavily on the 
thinking of French officials. The enunciation of an Alge- 
rian policy for the post-electoral period is one of the stakes 
in the rivalries within the majority. Radically opposed 
positions are found in the Balladur camp. On the one side, 
[Minister of Interior] Charles Pasqua (it is known that he 
aspires to the prime ministership in case of a Balladur 
victory) remains faithful to his line of rejecting any “dia- 
logue” with the Islamists, whom he does not differentiate 
in the least as “political activists” or “terrorists.” “There 
are no moderate Islamists,” the minister of interior ham- 
mers with conviction. He also denies all credibility—as 
was recently heard during the “Heure de verite” television 
program—to the “democratic” opposition that started the 
dialogue with the Islamic Salvation Front (FIS) (“opposi- 
tion? What opposition?”) 
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In contrast, [Minister of Defense] Francois Leotard 
vigorously presented on | February in the LE FIGARO 
newspaper his position in favor of the “dialogue” pro- 
posed by the Algerian opposition and of a French 
promise to stand by Algerian “democrats.” More clearly 
than anyone else, he condemned the so-called “eradica- 
tion” policy, that is, the savage repression of the Islam- 
ists. Between these two extremes in his own camp, 
[Prime Minister] Edouard Balladur has struck a balance 
thus far, at least in public. He still agrees with his 
minister of foreign affairs, Alain Juppe, even though the 
latter supports his rival, Jacques Chirac. 


Balladur-Jappe, Same Fight 


Both repeat what is still the official line: it is impossible 
to be seen as intervening in Algerian affairs by taking 
sides, considering the always emotional reiations 
between Algiers and Paris; economic assistance to 
Algeria must continue so as not to worsen the suffering 
of a population which is more a victim than an integral 
part of the civil war, and to preserve the chances for an 
eventual solution to the crisis; finally, it 1s necessary to 
plead for a “political solution,” for everyone is con- 
vinced that repression alone cannot do away with the 
Islamist movement. 


“There is no reason to modify this policy,” say those 
around Balladur. Nevertheless, it exposes France to the 
virulent criticism of both Islamists and other opponents, 
who accuse Paris of wishing to keep afloat the military 
regime at all costs by becoming Algiers’ advocate in 
international financial institutions. Above all, it is 
increasingly difficult to defend support for a regime that 
answers the Islamist armed groups’ atrocities with sim- 
ilar atrocities and violence. Leotard’s discourse is not the 
only indication of a development in French thinking. In 
his 30 January speech at the Quai d'Orsay on the 
occasion of the 20th anniversary of the Center for 
Analysis and Forecasting, it was noted that Juppe gave a 
very open definition of Islamism: “social protest, iden- 
tity feelings, and sincere piety feed Islamism as the 
primary force of opposition” in the Arab-Muslim world. 


This is far from the summary vision of Islamism as a new 
variant of totalitarianism and as a simple cover for 
terrorism held by Pasqua or by some on the Left. This 
“open” analysis seems to be shared in the prime minis- 
ter’s office, where assurances are given that Balladur 
intends to state publicly and clearly that “Islamism 
should not be demonized.” “The problem of the present 
Algerian regime is that it has no ideological perspective” 
other than the preservation of its own power, acknowl- 
edges a close aide to the prime minister. “Eradication 
leads to nothing, popular adherence to the regime has 
not increased, and 500-600 people die every week...” 
The process started at Sant’Egidio is interesting, and it 
has already “had an effect,” the same source continues, 
offering assurances that the French Government intends 
to maintain contact with all Algerian political forces, 
including (according to other well-informed sources) FIS 
representatives. 
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Jordanian Example 


The prospect that Islamists will play a political role in 
Algeria, if not actually govern, obviously no longer 
inspires the same fear in ministerial! corndors. Jordan 
(where Islamists are represented in Parliament and have 
Participated in government) is cited as an example. 
Finally, it is admitted that the “domino effect” on the 
neighboring countnes of Tunisia and Morocco is no 
longer credible, given that “the Algerian situation ts 
specific.” This change in the French position remains at 
present confined to analysis and “unofficial” comments. 
According to a highly placed diplomat, “making our 
assistance conditional on precise political objectives 
would be as counterproductive in Algeria as it would be 
in Russia.” 


At any rate, French initiatives are limited by the desire 
not to do anything that would expose France to the risk 
of terrorist incidents, no matter where they come from, 
or to the risk of exacerbating anti-French sentiment in 
either Algerian camp. 


Expansionist Fundamentalist Terrorism Discussed 
95P20475 Paris LE POINT in French 28 Jan 95 p 14 


[Article by Alexandre Adler: “The Islamist Strategy™’] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Fundamentalist terrorism is 
returning to the headlines because of geographical reali- 
ties and all the unsolved crises in the Muslim world. 
While [Minister of Interior] Charles Pasqua was 
attempting to set up a global police response from both 
sides of the Western Mediterranean, a declassified report 
from the U.S. Air Force intelligence services on the 
Lockerbie incident finally confirmed the already old 
suspicions of some analysts: while the Libyans are far 
from being exonerated, it is nevertheless very probable 
that the real sponsors of the destruction of the PAN AM 
Boeing were, once again, the Iranians. Even if violent 
and often archaic, Islamist terrorist strategy is increas- 
ingly affirming itself clearly and possesses its own ratio- 
nale, which is too often underestimated. Far from pro- 
moting intervention by the West, the dissuasive targeting 
of the World Trade Center in New York and the hostage- 
taking in the Air France Airbus incident in Algiers have 
had positive effects for their real sponsors: the United 
States now consents to political solutions favoring fun- 
damentalism, France immediately waves the prospect of 
a third force in Algeria, and even Israeli accelerates the 
return of the occupied territories to the Palestinians by 
isolating the West Bank and Gaza from its own national 
space. Thus terrorism seems to pay off when targeted 
against actors who are not totally involved in the conflict 
or who still have a margin of maneuverability. Islamic 
terrorism also takes on a singular dimension: it gradually 
reconstitutes the forgotten geopolitics of the domain of 
Islam (Dar el Islam), which endows itself with the 
authority to take the holy war to infidel territory, the 
“House of War” (Dar el Gharb), represented by the rest 
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of the world, but above all by the areas of westernizaticn 
in Islamic territory, which must be reconquered. 


The young terrorists in the Fez trial, whv were supposed 
to mount an attack on the main Casablanca synagogue 
on the model of the successful operation in Istanbul 
against another synagogue four years ago, have gone 
through a veritable odyssey: Afghan training camps in 
Peshawar, Hizballah camps in Lebanon, and even a brief 
stint mm Sarayevo—at least for one of them—in the 
“Islamic commandos.” 


Slowly and gradually, the phantom outlines of a great 
caliphate are being drawn, transcending the frontiers 
between Turks, Iranians, Arabs, and Indians, and re- 
establishing the bloody, and fur the time being imag)- 
nary, space of a restored Islam. Like fascism at its 
apogee. Islamism thus possesses a coherent strategy: 
causing the explosion, through direct and indirect vio- 
lence, of the already cracked dykes of four fundamental 
lay Muslim realities: the Algerian army, the modernized 
Egyptian state of Mubarak, Arafat's PLO, and what is 
left of Kemal’s Turkey in an alliance with the Kuraish 
PKK. Faced with the non-utopian extreme logic of this 
type of violence, which targets weakened political reali- 
ties, an anthropological and condescending view of it ts 
no longer sufficient. 


Balladur Favors Single Currency by 1997 
9SESO092C Paris LE MONDE in French 25 Jan 95 p 7 


[Article by Erik Izraelewicz: “Balladur Comes Out for 
Single Currency by 1997"] 


{[FBIS Translated Text] The guest of the Finance Founda- 
tion, an association headed by Raymond Barre. the prime 
minister /candidate declares that ‘when the time comes, 
France will be ready” to apply the provisions of the 
Maastricht Treaty. 


On Monday, 23 January, responding to those who 
doubted his pro-Europe stance, Edouard Balladur stated 
quite clearly this time that he favored implementation of 
the single currency “if possible, by 1997." The guest of a 
French-German seminar held in Paris and sponsored by 
the Finance Foundation, an association headed by Ray- 
mond Barre. Balladur thus co-opted the issue already 
developed by the nation’s president before the European 
Parliament and later by his minister of economy, 
Edmond Alphandery, in Brussels. 


“The convergence of our economies (French and 
German) and the mutual confidence that inspires us 
enable us to look forward calmly to the transition to the 
third phase, if possible, by 1997." Speaking to an audi- 
ence made up of French and German finance officials, 
the prime minister added that “we must do everything 
we can to make it possible.” For Balladur, strict respect 
for the Maastricht Treaty should make implementation 
of the single currency possible. “The provisions of the 
treaty (...) must neither be made more flexible nor 
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modified,” he added, to the great satisfaction of repre- 
sentatives of the Bundesbank (the German Central 
Bank) present in the halls of the Sorbonne. 


Addressing those who believe that France will not be able to 
meet the criteria of convergence set forth by the Maastricht 
Treaty by 1996, Balladur emphasized the fact that France 
and Germany in particular “will, in the years to come, 
experience an almost perfect convergence of their economic 
cycles.” He recalled the effort to “reorganize government 
finances” and accounting that he has undertaken since he 
has been at Matignon and claimed, in conclusion, that 
“France will be ready, when the time comes. for the 
transition to the single currency.” “It has the capacity to 
be,” he said. “It also has the political determination.” 
Balladur paid homage to his host, Raymond Barre. “one of 
the experts” on European construction and a man who has 
played “an important role in this field.” 


Hard Core 


Refusing to get involved in the debate started by Chan- 
cellor Helmut Kohl's friends on the immediate forma- 
tion of a monetary “mini-union,” Balladur nevertheless 
emphasized “the exemplary nature of the French- 
German economic and financial council.” The council, 
formed in 1988 and “proposed” by him “as minister of 
finance,” meets twice a year, bringing together officials 
from both countries. 


He also mentioned the formation of a small monetary 
union within the Maastricht framework. It would 
include “Germany, France and the Benelux countries in 
particular.” The union should remain open to countries 
such as Spain and Italy. He explained that we must “do 
everything to aid” those countries join this mitial hard 
core “while expanding the circle of countries partici- 
pating in the Monetary Union as quickly as possible.” At 
the close of the seminar, Alphandery, who supports 
Balladur’s candidacy, ovtlined what France intends to 
do to make the single currency possible by 1997. In order 
to achieve the objective of reducing the government 
deficit to 3 percent of the gross national product by 1996, 
Alphandery suggests making “a special effort immed- 
ately” to straighten out the government's books in gen- 
eral and health insurance in particular. “France 1s now in 
a position to make this effort of a few additional points 
of the GDP, given the strength of the recovery.” 


Paris aiso hopes to take advantage of the presidency of 
the European Union during the first half of the year to 
speed up “active preparations for the imminent entry 
into the third phase” of the Economic and Monetary 
Union. Alphandery announced that officials would begin 
immediately to study technical questions linked to the 
introduction of the single currency by 1997. France 
hopes that a report on these problems will be debated in 
Cannes in June 1995, a report dealing with the issue of 
coins and bills and the terms for their introduction into 
the different countries. 
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The minister said he had asked the National Credit 
Council Users Committee to draft a report cn practical 
aspects of the single currency for consumers and finan- 
cial imstitutions. 


Chad Crisis Likely To Intrude on Presidential 
Campaign 

BRO902161895 Paris LIBERATION in French 8 Feb 95 
p 16 


{Article by Stephen Smith: “Threat of Electoral Coup in 
Chad” ] 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] Forgotten despite the pres- 
ence of some 800 French soldiers deployed as part of 
operation “Epervier,” “Chad may well be the African 
country that will intrude upon the presidential campaign 
in France,” officials in charge of Paris’ African policy 
fear. In the country, this is a fear feeding on a series of 
incidents: Four years after seizing power, under the 
“guidance” of the French secret services (the General 
Directorate for External Security), Colonel Idriss Deby 
has been hesitating between preparing an electoral 
putsch (rigging the election) or a regular election. 
Recently admonished for his undemocratic behavior, the 
Chadian president has been viewing Paris with suspicion 
and is looking for new allies. With the backing of the 
People’s Republic of China, Sudan, and Libya, he has 
been busy preparing an electoral outcome with the help 
of the soldiers. [passage omitted] 


Severely judged by the West, the N'Djamena regime is 
more than ever looking for Sudan and Libyan backing, 
even though the Chadian presidency has denied infor- 
mation mentioning a potential merger with these two 
neighboring countries. In Paris, in the run up to the 
presidential election, Idriss Deby supporters are scarce. 
His main contact, General Quesnot, the presidential 
office’s special head of staii, is no longer the man in 
charge. Michel Roussin had to resign after taking over 
from him. As for new Cooperation Minister Bernard 
Debre, he only knew Deby because he once treated his 
wife. In the meantime, however, it appears that the two 
men have had several phone conversations. Conse- 
quently, there is talk of Bernard Debre going to N’Dj- 
amena in the second half of January with a view to 
improving relations between the two countries. 


Resuming dialogue will not be made any easier for 
France and Chad by the recent appointment of Mahamat 
Ali Abdallah as [Chadian] ambassador to Paris. Sus- 
pected of being an agent of Libya by the French secret 
services, the former head of staff of the Chadian armed 
forces was appointed despite Paris’ reluctance. From 
now on, he will have the delicate task of explaining to the 
“French friends” why democratization in Chad has been 
progressing by fits and starts: As the two-year transi- 
tional period will be expiring on 9 April, the presidency 
and representatives of some 50 parties are currently 
negotiating extending it, as well as the establishment of 
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new interim representative organs and, above all, the 
timetable for the future elections. 


The first step will be taking a census of about 3 million 
voters. While opposition parties and even the regime's 
very prefects consider that in a country twice and a half 
as big as France, this operation would take at least one 
month or even 45 days, hardliners in Idriss Deby's 
entourage have been pushing for a four-day electoral 
census: This would merely entail registering those voters 
willing to cast their ballot fhe regime could then hold a 
presidential election shortly thereafter—and before the 
fateful 9 April—to “legitimize” the current strongman. 
An added benefit of this scenario is that, should a 
contention arise, Paris would not be able to intervene as 
it would be in the midst of its own presidential election. 


Prime Minister Balladur’s March to Presidency 
Viewed 


9SP20454A 
[FBIS Media Note] 


‘Evident’ Candidacy Viewed 


Prime Minister Edouard Balladur’s announcemcat that he 
will run for the presidency was a “solemn nonevent,” 
declared an article in the 19 January Paris daily LIBER- 
ATTON, “as befits someone who made the term ‘evident’ 
one of his favorite tactical weapons.” Balladur was “evi- 
dently” slated for the prime ministership even before the 
1993 parliamentary elections, as soon as then Rally for the 
Republic (RPR) leader Jacques Chirac stated that he 
“disdained” the position. He has been “evidently” des- 
tined for the presidency since the end of the GATT 
negotiations in December 1993, when Minister of Social 
Affairs Simone Weil and Minister of Defense Francois 
Leotard offered him their support. Just as “evidently,” he 
hopes to be elected president on 7 May, the article com- 
mented, quoting a government minister as saying as carly 
as last August that “he does not need to be a candidate, he 
is already president.” Unwilling to lose the advantage of 

“evidence,” Balladur signified he will remain prime min- 
ister for the moment, only launching his campaign in 
mid-February. Unable to stop his “evident” march to the 
presidency, Chirac partisans—his only true enemies, who 
thought Balladur would not run against their “natural 
candidate”—are “crying foul,” arguing that his candidacy 
is “illegal and immoral” after his promise that he would 
not seek the presidency. 


Cabinet Likes Balladur 


An article in the 13 January LTBERATION noted that 
15 out of 28 ministers in the Balladur government have 
declared their support for his presidential candidacy. 
While politicians always tend to rally the candidate who 
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would best assure their future, clearly Balladur is liked 
by his subordinates, the article continued. It attributed 
statements such as “he can really listen.” “he ts a 
reasonable man,” “one feels it is possible to convince 
him,” “he has a true sense of conciliation” to a number 
of his ministers, including Edmond Alphandery, the 
centrist minister of finance. The article also quoted 
Minister of Environment Michel Barmer, whose alle- 
giance is unabashedly to the RPR, as admitting that “he 
is a good and just man.” One of the salient features of the 
“Balladurian alchemy,” the article continued, is that he 
makes others feel useful. Another is that he regularly 
invites members of the government for brief one-on-one 
meetings, during which he always has a “bon mot.” 
While he cannot be treated with familiarity, according to 
Minister of Industry Jose Rossi, he “puts people at ease, 
and everyone has a place.” Finally, a good many minis- 
ters invoke the GATT negotiations to explain their 
admiration for Baliadur. In such a charged issue, 
according to Minister of European Affairs Alain Lamas- 
soure, devoted to Valery Giscard d’Estaing, the prime 
minister “revealed himself a statesman without weak- 
nesses and with exceptional negotiating qualities.” 
Lamassoure added that Balladur “held tight” in the 
“monetary tornado” of the summer of 1993 against the 
advice of some members of his own majority. 


Baliadur’s ‘Support Committee’ 


According to the 19 January LIBERATION, candidate 
Baliadur will have the support of a network of relations 
“patiently woven” on the political and economic 
spheres. His “support committee” will consist of Min- 
ister of Interior Charles Pasqua. and also Simone Weil, 
who sided with Balladur as early as December 1993. His 
“general staff” will include his cabinet director, Nicolas 
Bazire, slated to be his campaign director. and Minister 
of the Budget Nicolas Sarkozy. who will be campaign 
spokesman, assisted by deputy Patrick Devedjian. 
Others who will serve on Balladur’s staff are Michel 
Barnier, Minister of Overseas Territories Dominique 
Perben, and Jean-Pierre Labro, director of communica- 
tions in the Elf-Aquitaine company. Balladur’s political 
network includes Minister of Defense Francois Leotard, 
one of the prime minister's earliest supporters and 
honorary president of the Republican Party (PR), most 
of whose members will support Balladur; Minister of 
Education Francois Bayrou, the new president of the 
Social Democratic Center (CDS) party, whose centrists 
will “almost unanimously” vote for Balladur, Radical 
Party leader Andre Rossinot and Union for French 
Democracy (UDF) official Pierre-Andre Wiltzer, and 
Olivier Guichard, a “Gaullist baron” who has chosen 
Balladur. The prime minister's economic network 
includes Philippe Jaffre, president of Elf-Aquitaine, 
Jacques Friedman, director of the UAP insurance group, 
Jean-Claude Trichet, governor of the Bank of France, 
and Michel Pebereau, head of the National Bank of Paris 
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(BNP). Other decisionmakers wil! be Charles de Cross- 
set, Marc Vienot, Antoine Jeancourt-Galignani, Jean- 
Marie Messier, Henri Conze, Christian Noyer, Alain 
Minc, and Yves-Thibaud de Silguv. 


More Expect Than Want Balladur Presidency 


Poll results leave open some uncertainty about the 
inevitability of Balladur winning the presidency. con- 
tended a commentary by Denis Jeambar with regard to 
an IPSOS/LE POINT pol! published in the 14 January 
Paris weekly LE POINT. The poll was conducted on 1! 
January among 1,005 individuals. Respondents were 
asked to predict who would be elected president next 
May. Some 58 percent said Balladur, 20 percent chose 
Chirac, and 14 percent did not know. Scores for Ray- 
mond Barre, Lionel Jospin, and Jack Lang were small. 
Asked whom they would prefer as president, some 36 
percent said Balladur, and 24 percent chose Chirac. 
According to Jeambar, the 22 percent gap between those 
who predict a Balladur victory and those who wish it is 
significant and leads to doubts about the “solidity” of 
the Balladur vote. 


The poll also queried respondents on their voting inten- 
tions for the second round: in a Balladur/Lionel Jospin 
scenario, the prime minister received 66 percent to 
Jospin’s 34 percent; when Balladur and Jack Lang were 
paired, the former obtained 60 percent to the latter's 40 
percent; in a Balladur/Chirac race, the prime minister 
received 66 percent to Chirac’s 34 percent; and in a 
Balladur/Raymond Barre contest, the former obtained 
68 percent to the latter's 32 percent. 


Developments in Candidacy Reported 
9SP20455 


[FBIS Media Note] 


CDS Support of Bailedur Viewed 


The political council of the centrist Social Democrats’ 
Center (CDS) met on 21 January to express almost 
unanimous support for Prime Minister Edouard Balla- 
dur’s candidacy for the presidency, wrote Judith Perri- 
gnon in the 23 January Paris daily LIBERATION. The 
party includes some “aggressive” Europeanists who 
believe the prime minister is rather “lukewarm” on 
European integration. However, the centrists have 
decided to “hitch their wagon” to Balladur as the candi- 
date with the best chance of being elected, the article 
continued. CDS president Francois Bayrou was quoted 
as saying that Balladur will be “the man of the first, 
second, and post-second rounds.” According to Perri- 
gnon, a CDS scenario would envision the appointment 
of a Rally for the Republic (RPR) personality for prime 
minister by a President Balladur concerned about 
reuniting a party torn by the “fratricidal” electoral 
campaign, paired with a “good dose” of centrist minis- 
ters. A strengthened CDS would become the pole of 
attraction for the “large centrist family” open to ail, be 
they from the RPR, the Union for French Democracy 
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(UDF), those disappointed with she Socialist Party (PS), 
the “realistic ecologists,” or “simply the spectators.” In 
Bayrou’s view, Judith Perrignon continued, the future 
presidential majority must have a “force of the right” 
and a “force of the center.” He believes he embodies the 
latter, which guarantees the “European and social soli- 
darity ideals,” seconded by a “tougher Right” repre- 
senting the “expectation of security and identity”— 
“rightfully expressed through Charles Pasqua.” 


Le Pen Surfaces, Praises Chirac 


An article by Gilles Bresson in the 23 January LIBERA- 
TION noted that a “thus far almost invisible” Jean- 
Marie Le Pen, leader of the National Front (FN), resur- 
faced recently to denounce presidential contender 
Jacques Chirac’s “ostracism” and pratse Balladur’s “call 
to rally.” No sooner did he speak, Bresson continued, 
that “a well-regulated chorus” of Chirac partisans pro- 
tested the “strange alliance” between the head of the 
government and the extreme rightist FN leader, noting 
the “grave possibility” of Le Pen participating in a future 
Balladur government. That the FN leader “amuses him- 
self’ by praising Balladur’s “courtesy” today is not 
surprising, contended Bresson, for this is not the first 
tume he has tried to drive a wedge between the RPR and 
the UDF. While he may hope to negotiate a return to a 
more proportional electoral systern after the presidential 
election, it is more probable that Le Pen, by “stroking” a 
Ballad:\r who treats him with consideration, is seeking a 
“semblance of respectability” and wishes to break the 
“cordon sanitaire” woven around his party by the RPR 
and the UDF, Bresson contended. At the same time, Le 
Pen, who “hopes the RPR will explode, would not be 
unhappy to bury Chirac once and for all.” 


Balladur Warned About Difficulties 


Presidential candidate Balladur. wrote Alain Duhamel 
in the 20 January LIBERATION, starts his campaign 
with solid advantages. Having “immediately imposed 
his presence” at the international level, in France he is 
seen as “moderate and pragmatic, open to dialogue, 
honest and reflective.” While he may not “arouse enthu- 
siasm,”” he “inspires respect.” He is both “serious and 
caustic, cultured and sensitive,” Duhamel continued. 
While he has no “sharp edges,” he does not lack “real 
thorns,” as the electorate views him as “distant and 
haughty.” His difficulties will start as soon as he accedes 
to the presidency, Duhamel opined. He will face “frus- 
trated voters” and confront a “bitter left.” Balladur, 
Duhamel commented, will have to prove he is not a 
conservative by “innovating within continuity.” The 
rate at which reforms will be implemented will be the 
“first criterion.” He will have to deal without delay with 
issues relating to jobs, tax modernization, the duration 
of the presidential term, the recovery of social security, 
housing, new social services, and education. 
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UDF Leader Discusses What Balladur Should Do 
9SESOO80A Paris LIBERATION in French 23 Jan 95 
p?7 


[Article by Valery Giscard D’Estaing, leader of Union 
for French Democracy [UDF] and former president of 
France: “Edouard Balladur, Speak To Us of the 
Future!””} 


[FBi> ‘ranslated Text] Edouard Balladur has declared 
his candidacy. It was an expected clarification devoid of 
surprise. 


Will Edouard Balladur ve the next president of the 
French Republic? 


He is the prime minister whom our majority has sup- 
ported for two years without flinching. 


de is favored in the polls to an extent that is unprecedented. 


He is supported by personalities representing political 
leanings differing over quite a broad spectrum—a rare 
thing among us. 


This exceptional situation leads many people to believe, 
from a reading of the polls, that the next president of the 
Republic is already known, and that his name is Edouard 
Balladur. 


That is true, but it could be false, and it will depend on 
a single thing: the future. 


True, Edouard Balladur is the man who today most 
rallies the French. 


It is true after two years of government during which he 
managed the difficult years 1993 and 1994 with diplo- 
macy and ability. 


It could be false because tomorrow it will no longer be a 
question of managing, but of presiding. It is a question 
now not of a prime minister, but of a presidential 
candidate. This is entirely another matter. 


What vision of the future must a president have today? 
And what vision of the future does candidate Balladur 
offer the French people? 


This, in my view, is the only question. It is the only 
answer that he must now give to France, the answer that 
will, or will not, make him our president. 


The effectiveness of a head of state is assessed 
throughout the course of his tenure. 


But a seven-year term leaves its mark on history as 
having been a success or a failure. This is what demar- 


cates a country's progress or its regression. 


Which are the questions that are fundamental to 
France's future? I see five: 
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Will France succeed in mobilizing its human potential 
by providing jobs for all the French who are old enough 
to work and able to? 


It had been forecast that an increase in the number of 
unemployed to 2 million would trigger a revolution. Any 
projection to 3 million unemployed was unthinkable at the 
time... We are now at 3,3 million. The more the numbers 
rise the more we seem to resign ourselves to the rise. 


This situation is doubly prejudiciai: It deprives France of 
the work capacity of one out of every eight men and 
women at the very time when we should be mobilizing all 
our energies to prepare ourselves for the severe competi- 
tion of year 2000. And insidiously, it destroys our social 
fabric. The solitude, the exclusion, that we try to treat 
superficially, are direct by—products of unemployment. 


Are we going to institute a massive and innovative 
program designed to reduce unemployment, deemed the 
foremost problem of the Fr: ach? Will the next seven- 
year term be—yes or no—that of the needed funda- 
mental reform of the mode of financing social security 
and welfare benefits in France? 


In my opinion the best way to trigger both the return to full 
employment and the reform of the financing of social security 
and welfare benefits would be to reduce from 40 percent to 10 
percent the contribution rate employers are assessed on all 
gross wages of less than 7,000 fraacs/Fr] a month paid to their 
employees. Only a massive, simple measure, tied directly to 
employment, can create a hiring trend. 


This measure must be accompanied by two partnership 
agreements. one with management and labor to increase 
work flexibility, and the other with the Regions to inten- 
sify the vocational training efforts in favor of poorly 
qualified job-seekers. 


The foregoing is my response to the first question. I await 
yours, Mr. Balladur. I also await that of all the presiden- 
tial candidates. The French will judge on the basis of the 
imagination and resoluteness they show. 


Is France going to propose to its European partners a 
coherent approach to achieving the European Union? 


The union of Europe is an extraordinary success that has 
brought us 50 years of peace. Will we be able to maintain 
this momentum so that we may experience 50 more 
years of peace in Europe? This century of peace would be 
the first in the history of our continent! We recognize 
that the Evropean Union is in crisis. It very nearly came 
apart over the Maastricht Treaty. European leaders are 
not always able to reconcile the initial plan of the 
federative Western European Union with the effort to 
organize the entire European continent, which has 
become indispensable with the fall of the iron curtain. 
Will the next president of the Republic be able to retake 
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the initiative and tenaciously defend a plan that is easily 
understood by public opinion, and that concords with 
France’s European calling? 


A good approach would be to immediately clarify the 
results that one may expect from the 1996 negotiation, 
which will be starting in utmost confusion, and to do 
everything possible to achieve the Monetary Union. This 
wilt mean implementing the European single currency 
plan before year 2000. This achievement require: resolute 
and immediate action on the part of France, because the 
countdowr. has already begun. The Monetary Union must 
be presented as the founding act of Europe's federative 
political union. 


History will judge, and, without a doubt, harshly. It will be up 
to the next president to see to it that the children of the 21st 
century do not learn in school that at the end of the 20th 
century Europe forfeited a historic opportunity to unite. 


Will we be able to restore to the Fifth Republic the 
brilliance and the modernity its founder gave to it? 


Our political system has markedly deteriorated. The two 
seven-year terms of shared governing power have 
blurred the public’s vision of the respective roles of the 
president of the Republic and of the prime minister. The 
cases of corruption, owing to the omnipresence of the 
power of money, have tarnished administrations and 
some of the policy-making personnel. The rule, defined 
by General De Gaulle, that leaders of political parties, in 
their capacity as such, must not occupy a seat in the 
government, has been ignored. Terms of office that are 
too long cast a pall over the administrative environment 
and stifle generational renewal. In sum, the breach is 
widening between an administrative-minded, media- 
oriented, political elite, whose culture and reflexes are 
international, and the people’s perception of the reality 
of their daily lives: the day-by-day experiencing of unem- 
ployment, of failure, and of exclusion. Will the next 
president of the Republic be able to convey to the French 
the vision of a modern, integrated republic of the people? 


The first step that needs to be taken is to set the rules of the 
game, that is to say, the term of the presidential mandate. We 
must cease getting bogged down in this debate, which has 
become ridiculous. Georges Pompidou, Francois Mitterrand 
in his letter to the French, Edouard Balladur at Aurillac, 
Jacques Delors, and I, have all spoken in favor of a five-vear 
term. There remains only to submit the project to a refer- 
endum. All indications point to its overwhelming approval by 
the people. Why not bring this issue to the vote in the first 
round of the municipal elections scheduled in June? 


A second referendum, carefully prepared, would deal with 
the remainder of the pending institutional problems: a 
ban against the holding of more than one office concur- 
rently; incompatibility of ministerial functions with party 
leadership functions; a limitation on the number of con- 
secutive elective terms, etc. 
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Lastly, in view of the power of present-day corruption and 
of organized crime, it has become necessary to separate 
the judiciary authority from the daily tribulations of 
government administrations. To effect this separation, we 
could entrust the responsibility for the judiciary’s admin- 
istrative functions and for the protection of the magistra- 
ture’s independence to a vice-president of the Republic, 
elected at the same time as the president. If these reforms 
could be realized in their entirety, the French people, for 
the first time, in the year 2000, would elect their president 
and vice president. 


These proposals are simple. In any case they are specifi- 
cally tailored to enable the French Republic to enter by a 
forward leap into an era of integrity. 


Will we be able to rid ourselves of the gridlock of 
centralization? 


Centralization, which in times past has been necessary to 
unite France, today multiplies its perverse effects. It 
eradicates democracy by distancing the citizens from the 
decisions that concern them. It blocks reforms by pre- 
cluding any pragmatic approach to the issues, and by 
transforming concrete debates into national theological 
quarrels. It distances management and labor from each 
other by not providing them with the opportunity and 
the subject matter for local meetings. And its cost to the 
taxpayer is high because of the multiplicity of overlap- 
ping administrative levels with muddled functions. 


A new decentralization law should determine a new 
devolution of areas of responsibility—Environment, Cul- 
ture, Sports, Tourism, Vocational Training for Adults, 
etc—to the Regions and local communities, together with 
a transfer of resources, and the elimination of corre- 
sponding national structures. 


This is a pragmatic consideration from the standpoint of 
the daily life of the French. The life of the city concerns 
them as long as that life remains near them, and it 
disconcerts them when it distances itself to a point that 
makes understanding it impossible. 


Will the president of the Republic be able to respond to 
the identity need being felt by the French? This question 
will receive little mention during the presidential cam- 
paign, except from the parties at the extreme ends of the 
spectrum, because it verges close on too many taboos! 
Nevertheless, this need is deeply felt. It is not merely the 
expression of a feeling of fear in the face of the upheavals 
of the world, as it is being termed by those who seek to 
denigrate it. The perception of ting French, of 
belonging to a people strongly assertive of its identity, its 
history, and its civic and political values, responds to a 
need that is inherent in our national character. The more 
confident the French can feel of being French at home, 
the more gladly they will accept opening up to the 
outside world. 


I recommend giving greater importance in our educa- 
tional system to the subjects that enrich our national 
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identity (history, French literature, knowledge of our 
heritage). And why not adapt to France the measures that 
our Swiss neighbors—democrats par excellence—have 
just approved, putting an end, subject to conditions 
respectful of the rights of individuals and of our humani- 
tarian duties, to the scandal of the permanent presence of 
illegal immigrants on our soil? 


It will be to the greatness of the next president to have the 
courage to tackle these problems frontally, as much to 
avert the temptations of extremists as to guarantee 
France's integrity. 


A president is not elected on a platform. He is elected on 
a vision of the future. 


A country does not go forward on a list of initiatives, but 
on adherence to a vision. A grand vision. 


Only a grand vision will give life to that forgotten virtue 
of our public life: Hope. 


Edouard Balladur, to be president, speak to us of the fuiure' 


Study Shows Slight Increase in Crime Rate 


95ES0092B Paris LE MONDE in French 22-23 Jan 95 
plo 


[Article by E.In.: “Delinquency and Crime Increased 
Slightly (+ .81 percent) in 1994”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Statistics show a drop in street crime. 


On Friday, 20 January, Claude Gueant and Patrice 
Maynial, directors general of the National Police and 
Gendarmerie respectively, announced that, based on the 
total of 3,913,194 incidents recorded by the Police and 
Gendarmerie in 1994, delinquency and crime have risen 
slightly (+ .81 percent over the previous year). The 
increase is part of a larger trend that has developed in 
recent years. 


Rather than release statistics reflecting a lack of safety 
early last spring, ie., in the midst of elections, the 
Ministries of Interior and Defense chose to provide 
incomplete information. “Consolidated” figures for the 
second half of 1994 are not yet available. Officials at 
Beauvau claim that percentages given to the press should 
be subject to only minimal variations. 


The figures indicate that crime as a whole is leveling off 
(+ .81 percent), having topped out at 4 million crimes 
and misdemeanours. A more detailed analysis reveals 
positive trends in certain sectors, with so-called street 
crimes showing the most noteworthy trend. For the first 
time after a sharp 7-year increase (up an average of 10 
percent annually since 1990), such crimes are on the 
decline (- 2.4 percent). They make up over half of all 
infractions recorded in France (2.15 million). Thefis of 
vehicles, car radios and accessories, automobiles and 
two-wheeled motorized vehicles are clearly down (-5.13 
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percent), as are burglaries (- | percent). The increase in 
the crime of receiving and concealing stolen goods 
(+ 8.52 percent) indicates that police and gendarmes 
have taken the initiative and are going after those who 
commit it. 


Physical Safety Threatened 


““White-collar crime” shows the most tangible increase 
(+ 8.45 percent). In this category, credit card fraud 
(+ 12.6 percent) and the fraudulent misuse of funds 
( +13 percent) have risen the most. Another numerically 
significant type of crime: the destruction of property and 
vandalism continued to rise (3.3 percent). Even more 
disturbing is the increase in attacks on persons (19,263 
incidents, up 12.6 percent) and the physical integrity of 
victims. Homicides have indeed dropped (92 killings, 
down 6 percent), but rape, violence against the family 
and child abandonment (+ 13.7 percent), more and 
more of whose victims are unquestionably filing police 
reports, have risen. 


As for drug seizures by the Police, Gendarmerie and 
Customs, the figures continue to soar for marijuana 
(15.38 tons, up 111 percent), heroin (321 tons, up 120 
percent), and cocaine (1.5 tons, up 1,!72 percent), 
mainly due to the dismantling of a ring of Colombian 
traffickers living in France. Crimes involving use and 
resale ( +4.7 percent) and use alone ( +12.9 percent) 
have increased. As a result of the priority established by 
Charles Pasqua, the increase in the number of crimes 
involving police dealing with foreigners ( +11.12 per- 
cent) and the number of foreigners conducted to the 
border (+ 53 percent) is a statistical expression of laws 
on ID inspections and the undocumented stay of for- 
eigners whose passage the minister of interior ensured 
upon his return to Place Beauvau. 


Finally, the various indicators of efficiency in fighting 
crime show improvement: the rate of crimes solved 
(+ 12.2 percent); number of arrests made (+ 14 percent); 
and the number of persons indicted (+ 9.85 percent). 
The corollary is an increase in violence (+ 21 percent) 
and attacks (+ 13 percent) on law enforcement officers 
that seems to express a deterioration of relations with 
police and gendarmes who have stepped up their pres- 
ence in the streets. 


Poll Shows Confidence in Media Increasing 


95ES0092A Paris LE MONDE in French 19 Jan 95 
p 37 


[Article by Veronique Cauhape: “French People’s Con- 
fidence in Media on the Rise”} 


[FBIS Translated Text] The poll conducted by SOFRES 
[French Opinion Polling Company] for LA CROIX- 
L’EVENEMENT and TELERAMA reveals that newspa- 
pers, radio and television are regaining their credibility 
with the public. 
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It is a spectacular recovery: The media regained the 
confidence of the French in 1994. Television, which hit 
rock bottom between 1992 and 1993, is beginning to wia 
back its credibility, reflected in an | 1-point gain. 


Newspapers are also coming out of “the red,” achieving 
their best score since 1988: This year, 56 percent of all 
French people think the written press reports the news 
accurately (vs 45 percent in 1993). Most importantly, the 
press is confirming its success with young people (63 
percent among those in the 18-24 bracket), who, just as 
they did in 1993, find it more credible than television. 


Radio is enjoying its highest credibility rating since 
1987: Not only is ii up 9 points, but according to this 
poll, it remains the most “reliable” medium. 


One more striking fact about the poll: Never before have 
the French demonstrated so much interest in their 
media, with 77 percent expressing a need for informa- 
tion. It is a finding illustrated by the explosion of 
France-Info (19-percent confidence rating, up 5 points), 
which puts it right on the heels of RTL (still the fron- 
trunner with 21 percent), overtaking France-Inter (16 
percent) and Europe | (13 percent). 


Which network do viewers trust the most? A total of 41 
percent vote for TF1, 27 percent for France 2, and 13 
percent for France 3. Arte and M6 have improved their 
scores, garnering 4 percent each. TF! shows a clear gain 
in popularity with the 18-24 age bracket, 42 percent of 
which trusts it (38 percent in 1993), while France 2 
reflects precisely the opposite sentiment, with only 23 
percent of all young people giving it a vote of confidence 
(32 percent in 1993). The “Paul Amar affair” and the 
flap about the earphone, which Jean-Pierre Elkabbach 
reportedly used to dictate his questions to [Channel] 2 
anchormen, might figure among the explanations. M6 
obtains its best scores among those in the 18-34 bracket, 
white-collar workers and lycee graduates; Arte with 
upper-level and management personnel, the intellectual 
professions and university graduates. 


The media therefore seem to have recovered from the 
discredit that engulfed them following numerous skids 
(Timisoara, the Gulf war, and so on). Could people still 
trust images? Should one not pay more heed to a 
detached view and analysis than to live information? 
These are all questions which the French asked them- 
selves, questions that hurt the small screen in particular. 
Nevertheless, the concerns of viewers and listeners have 
changed: 1994 was marked by “affairs,” secret investi- 
gations and the private lives of politicians. As SOFRES 
President Jean-Louis Missaka observes: “No longer do 
people doubt the accuracy of the news, but rather. its 
consequences.” 


Nevertheless, the French continue to have a negative 
image of those who itiform them: As in 1993, 55 percent 
believe in 1994 that newsmen are not free of political 
party pressure, and 57 percent think they are sensitive to 
pressure from money. 
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Among the adjectives that seem to best describe the 
attitude of newsmen toward the government are: “relent- 
less,” heading the list with 39 percent, followed by 
“competent” (31 percent), “accommodating” (27 per- 
cent), “in complicity with” (25 percent), “arrogant” (23), 
“objective” (22), “harsh” (18), “strict” (13), “detached” 
(7), and “servile” (6 percent). 


While their competence is somewhat recognized, 
newsmen nevertheless remain suspect in the eyes of the 
French. It is a suspicion that Radio-France news director 
Ivan Levai analyzes in terms of “‘a certain superficiality” 
demonstrated by the press: “They rightly blame us for 
bringing up an issue, making it extremely complex, then 
dropping it for a hotter item without first providing the 
conclusions that the public has a right to expect.” 


In the case of OM-Valenciennes, for example, 55 percent 
of those questioned believe that newsmen performed 
poorly, while 57 percent think the judges were wrong “to 
tell the media how the case was going.” 
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Eager to follow the issues, the French are also concerned 
about their consequences: 53 percent of those questioned 
think the media do harm to fundamental freedoms and 
the rights of persons involved in legal proceedings. 
However, 33 percent think they make it possible to have 
“greater transparency in our democracy.” 


On this point, men and women are clearly split: The 
former expect the media to “provide the news to which 
the citizens have the right,” while 64 percent of all 
viewers and listeners feel that “the media are damaging 
the respect to which politicians are entitled.” Finally, 
one constant of this poll over the years has been that the 
majority of all French people (62 percent) want the 
media to respect the private lives of politicians. 


(Poll conducted for LA CROIX and TELERAMA from 
26 to 28 December 1994 using a national sampling of 
1,000 persons representing the entire population 18 and 
over, interviewed in person at home by SOFRES.) 
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Chief of Staff on Somalia, Bosnia, Defense 


BRO0902134595 Rome LA REPUBBLICA in Italian 
9 Feb 95 p9 


[Interview with Vice Admiral Guido Venturoni, chief of 
Italian Defense Staff, by Vincenzo Nigro; place and date 
not given: “Italy, Beware; Defense Faces Decline”’] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Rome—/taly, beware! There is a 
major threat of decline in the defense field, too. Missions 
such as that begun in Somalia yesterday and such as those 
that could involve Italy as a result of the UN Blue 
Helmets’ withdrawal from Bosnia, would be impossible 
without efficient military resources. And Italy’s Armed 
Forces, together with its national security policy, seem to 
be approaching some kind of decline. 


This was the basic message issued by Vice Admiral Guido 
Venturoni, who has been chief of Defense Staff for the past 
year. Venturoni, a 61-year-old helicopter pilot from 
Teramo, has a reputation in the Navy for being a balanced 
but very determined man, with a “calm strength” that 
enables him to devour work and deal with his colleagues 
as though it were the easiest thing in the world. Since his 
transfer to Defense Staff headquarters on via XX Settem- 
bre, he has had to enhance his skills as a mediator (he has 
to forge agreement among the three services that he 
coordinates), but he still speaks frankly. Let us hear what 
he has to say. 


[Nigro] Admiral, American and Italian marines have 
landed on the beaches of Mogadishu. Why are we 
returning to Somalia? 


[Venturoni] The UN mission in Somalia was not without 
merit, but the United Nations itself had reached the 
conclusion that it was time for it to be considered 
finished. It was decided to withdraw the remaining Blue 
Helmets from Somalia once and for all. You must realize 
that the withdrawal phase is always a delicate moment: 
The withdrawal of a military force entails a particular 
state of vulnerability; the troops have to pack and carry 
away their equipment and weapons. The troops could 
not have defended themselves against a possible attack 
on the part of anyone wanting to take possession of those 
weapons. This is why the United Nations asked its 
member countries to provide protection for the contin- 
gent’s departure. 


[Nigro] So Italy too is attending this sad “funeral” of the 
UNOSOM [UN Mission in Somalia] mission. Somalia 
was a tough lesson for UN troops... 


{Venturoni] UNOSOM started when television screens 
throughout the world were saturated with pictures of a 
vast famine. The initial stage of the mission was very 
positive; food aid, which was previously plundered by 
armed gangs, was distributed. But the tribes continued to 
fight among themselves. So it was decided to use force to 
impose a truce: It is difficult to do both things together. 
It is difficult to set up war operations to impose the peace 
desired by the United Nations and at the same time to 
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provide humanitarian assistance, to distribute aid, to 
keep hospitals running to treat civilians. 


[Nigro] That period of misunderstandings in Somalia 
brought about one of the most delicate moments in our 
relations with the United States. 


[Venturoni} I think the Americans realized that they 
were intending to do something that was unfeasible: 
Somalia has taught us a great lesson in the use of force, in 
its limits, even for such a major military power as the 
United States. A traditional army cannot risk firing on a 
civilian population; it cannot risk an indiscriminate 
massacre. This is not only repugnant to the conscience, 
but is also unacceptable at the military level: It does not 
achieve the military objective of neutralizing the enemy; 
it merely causes casualties. It is both ineffective at the 
military level and repugnant at the moral level. This is 
why in order to carry out such demanding and delicate 
missions a proper politico-military vision of the opera- 
tion being conducted is necessary. Be that as it may, all 
the misunderstandings that arose then, which were due 
partly to the leading actors involved at that time, have 
been dispelled. 


[Nigro] Admiral, let us move on to Bosnia, which many 
people say has been another failure for the United 
Nations and NATO. 


[Venturoni] The UN forces in Bosnia are often accused 
of passiveness. I disagree: There is no passiveness. The 
conduct of the UN forces in Bosnia is consistent with the 
mandate received from the Security Council. Of course, 
it may sometimes seem incomprehensible to the public 
for military forces to powerlessly witness violence even 
against civilians. But if the UN force exceeds the limits 
of its mandate and intervenes, that action—otherwise 
sacrosanct—automatically entails taking sides. But in 
order to decide to defend one of the sides involved, there 
must be a decision on the part of the international bodies 
and a clear mandate to ensure observance of interna- 
tional law through the use of force. 


[Nigro] In other words, the UN and NATO forces in 
Bosnia cannot do otherwise. 


[Venturoni] Yes, in the present situation they cannot do 
otherwise. I believe that the UN action has served, if 
nothing else, to contain the conflict, to keep it to: a 
relatively low ievel of intensity. What I am saying must 
not seem absurd, because it has been important to keep 
it at the lowest possible level. 


[Nigro] Some peopie sharply challenge this position, 
describing it as cynical and hypocritical: to allow the 
Serbs and Muslims to massacre each other within a 
well-defined “enclosure,” ensuring that not a single 
splash of blood can exceed those limits... 


[Venturoni] This position is understandable in human and 
moral terms, but in that case it is necessary to be com- 
pletely consistent: If you do not accept a civil war, if you 
decide that it is inhuman to allow that war to continue then 
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Reminded of these elections, the Algerian ambassador to 
Madrid said that the FIS had polled 4 million votes and 
the ruling National Liberation Front 1.5 million, but he 
stressed that no mention is ever made of the 6 million 
nonvoters. 


In light of this, he said the current executive wants to 
give the Algerian people the opportunity to vote again in 
forthcoming elections. 


On the subject of negotiations with the political opposi- 
tion, Abdelaziz Rahabi said that the government could 
not sit down at the same table with people who do not 
rule out violence. He avoided commenting on whether 
any countries were actively supporting the Algerian 
Islamic terrorists, saying simply: “Fundamentalism 
knows no frontiers.” 


Peopie’s Party Officials Denounce Gonzalez 
Speech 


BR0902133795 Madrid EFE in Spanish 1315 GMT 8 
Feb 95 


[Unattributed report: ““Rato: Gonzalez Irresponsible for 
Referring to Civil Confrontation in Spain’’] 


[FBIS Translated Txt] Madrid, 8 Feb (EFE)}—Rodrigo 
Rato, spokesman of the People’s Party Group in the 
Congress [of Deputies], today deplored the “irresponsi- 
bility” of Prime Minister Felipe Gonzalez for referring 
in his opening speech in the state of the nation debate to 
civil confrontation in Spain. 


Rato, who made these statements at a press conference 
following Gonzalez’ speech, added that “a Felipe 
Gonzalez in one of his last political occasions” was seen 
in the Congress this morning, and a description of the 
situation was heard which is not in keeping with what 
most citizens believe. 


In the People’s Party Group chairman’s opinion, the 
most worrying aspect of the prime minister’s speech is 
that, owing to his “desperation,” he recalled the civil 
confrontations. 


“When he (Gonzalez) is in a bad economic situation, he 
wishes to instill fear, and does not mind having recourse 
to Spain's demons,” added Rato, in whose opinion the 
greatest danger to the Spanish economy is Gonzalez’ 
remaining prime minister. 


For his part, People’s Party Secretary General Francisco 
Alvarez Cascos said that the prime minister wished to 
“shake off” his responsibilities concerning the GAL 
[Antiterrorist Liberation Groups] by making insidious 
remarks about previous governments, and asserted that 
from the first government under the monarchy to the 
Socialist government, “there was not even the slightest 
responsibility” in the promotion of armed groups against 
terrorism. 
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With respect to the alleged use of confidential funds to 
pay judge Baltasar Garzon for a vacation in the Carib- 
bean, he maintained that until all the “wrongdoings” 
committed with the help of those funds are known, “we 
can only believed that it forms part of the government's 
strategy to confuse matters and prevent the GAL from 
being investigated.” 


People’s Party deputy Rodolfo Martin Villa described as 
“cynical” and “unnecessary” Gonzalez’ allusion to the 
fact that the terrorism against ETA began in 1975 and 
ended with his government. 


He added that if the Spanish Basque Battalion or the 
Triple A had had a list of personal targets, he would have 
been among the first people on that list, “and Gonzalez 
would have been among the last, if at all.” 


Pujol’s Support for Government Viewed 


95ES0088A Madrid TIEMPO in Spanish 23 Jan 95 pp 
32-33 


[Report by Antonio Casado] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Publicly, Jordi Pujol has taken 
one step further in his support for Felipe Gonzalez. 
Before, it was conditional; now, it is unwavering support 
“to introduce a factor of certainty,” says the president [in 
Catalan}. In private, it is another matter. Pujol and 
Gonzalez talk on the telephone more than ever. He has 
told him on the phone that things cannot go on like this. 
That time is running out and the tide of events is 
cresting. His ultimatum has to do with the eocnomy: If 
the political scandals hurt the country’s economy, gen- 
eral elections will have to be called. Especially after the 
spectacular feat of Jose Maria Aznar, who is ready to 
present a no-confidence motion in a pact with other 
groups for the sole purpose of calling elections immedi- 
ately, against Felipe Gonzalez’s wishes. Pujol does not 
want elections, either, but he thinks they may be a lesser 
evil if the speculative frenzy has an impact on sensitive 
indicators (the peseta, securities, and the public debt). 


Five or six weeks to restore calm and dilute the “artifi- 
cial climates” (Felipe), “the hysterical view of things” 
(Pujol), or “the atmosphere of tension” (Ciscar). That is 
not a fixed period; it is a conclusion reached in the wake 
of Aznar’s imaginative proposal, which obliges all polit- 
ical forces to take a stand and requires general elections 
to be held at the same time as municipal and autono- 
mous community balloting, on 28 May. The call for 
elections has to be issued in April. If the wave of scandals 
is still going on then Pujol will tell Gonzalez: We have 
come to the end of the road and prolonging our support 
would give Convergence and Union (CiU) a pathetic 
image. There may come a time when Catalonian nation- 
alists will be damned if they continue supporting the 
Spanish Socialist Workers Party (PSOE) and damned if 
they withdraw their support. They do not want that time 
to come, because they are convinced that the recovery is 
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a fact, although the good news on the economy is being 
buried by the press and by the Antiterrorist Liberation 
Groups (GAL) scandal. 


Jordi Pujol thinks that, meanwhile, “the logical thing is 
for the opposition to present a no-confidence motion. 
Mind you,” he adds, “I am not asking for one,” so that 
he can keep his hands free. In any event, he thinks that 
he can do no more for Felipe. No one has worked as hard 
as he has in the last few months to ensure the stability of 
the government. Especially in recent days, when Pujol 
even put on a shameless display of his support for 
Gonzalez, to the point of calling Spanish Television 
(TVE) on the phone when Gonzalez was being subjected 
to the inquisitorial questions of a journalist, to convey 
the message that there should be no doubt about his 
support. This poison call was termed “posturing” [chul- 
eria] by PSOE officials, who believe Pujol is trying to 
appear as the savior in this situation. “He did not do us 
any favors, but he is forcing us to be grateful to him,” 
was the opinion expressed at a meeting of several 
Socialist leaders (Ciscar, Almunia, Serra, Chaves ...), 
held to discuss Gonzalez’ situation at noon on Tuesday 
the 10th at Moncloa, just prior to going to Ferraz for the 
party’s executive board meeting. Participants in the 
Moncloa meeting (from which Guerra and Belloch were 
conspicuously absent) commented on the prime minis- 
ter’s appearance the night before on Spanish Television 
and Jordi Pujol’s poisonous gesture in making the phone 
call public. As if there were any doubt, now it became 
crystal clear that the government owes its survival to the 
president of the Generalitat. 


In addition, a doctrine for resistance was drawn up at 
that extraordinary meeting: “To give ground would 
mean to surrender, and that will never happen,” was the 
position agreed upon by the Socialist leaders in the face 
of Gonzalez’s humiliation. In fact, it was even suggested 
that someone in the party take a step toward terminating 
the legislative session. The proposal was immediately 
quashed by those present, spurred by Pujol’s insistence 
that Felipe show his face “to pacify the markets, as we 
are doing,” that he take the initiative, govern, overcome 
adversities, make decisions, ensure the unity of the 
PSOE, and strive to restore calm on the political front. 
But if Felipe gets depressed, goes into seclusion, or 
appears to be defensive and hesitant, it will be impos- 
sible to restore calm. It will also be impossible for the 
Catalonians to continue their support, which is based on 
a single condition: that the opportunity of the undeni- 
able economic recovery be seized. “If the political tur- 
bulence spoils the effects of the economic recovery, CiU 
will have no alternative but to withdraw its support for 
the Socialists,” says a leader of the coalition. 


“There is no ultimatum, but we stand by our refusal to 
grant a blank check to Felipe Gonzalez,” one of the 10 
people in attendance at the latest meeting of the CiU 
liaison committee declared to TIEMPO. At the end of 
that meeting, on Monday the 9th, the secretary general of 
the Democratic Convergence of Catalonia, Miquel Roca, 
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stated that “we have given ourselves some time for 
reflection.” Indeed, at that meeting Pujol asked the 
representatives of his party (Roca, Molins, Macia, and 
Caminal) and those of the Union (Duran, Sanchez 
Llibre, Ignasi Farreres, Gavalda, and Ferran Pont) to 
take the next few days, until another meeting could be 
held, to reflect on what Gonzalez and his government 
should do to regain the political initiative and stop the 
speculative maneuvering on the financial markets. “If 
Gonzalez does not react, we cannot continue to support 
him, however distressing that may be for us.” 


The People’s Party (PP) is counting on that. “Pujol 
absolutely must reconsider his support for Gonzalez. To 
do otherwise would be to deny political reality,” states 
PP Secretary General Alvarez Cascos. Pujol is well aware 
of that. He made it clear to the liaison committee: “Our 
objective is economic recovery and job creation. If we do 
not achieve that because the political situation is con- 
taminating the economic situation, we will have to 
rethink a lot of things.” 


Gonzalez is hoping to regain control of the situation and 
meet the schedule he has set for himself: to call general 
elections for the spring of 1996, that is, just when he can 
report good results on the economic recovery and on 
Spain’s term at the head of the European Union in the 
second half of 1995. 


[Box, p 32] 
The president's [in Catalan] words: 


—“Catalonians want to be Catalonians, but within 
Spain.” (October 1991) 


—“The Generalitat is the representative of the state in 
Catalonia.” (March 1992) 


—‘Our desire is to maintain stability in the country.” 
(November 1993) —“Without the CiU, there would 
be no government and no budgets.” (January 1994) 


—‘“I am optimistic because Spain is capable of with- 
standing the onslaught of the last few days.” (January 
1995) 


Rafael Vera Discusses Terrorism, GAL 


9S5SESO089A Madrid TIEMPO in Spanish 23 Jan 95 pp 
21-23 


[Interview with Rafael Vera, former secretary of state for 
security, by correspondent Ana de Benavides; place and 
date not given: “Rafael Vera Claims He Has ‘Nothing to 
Hide””’] 

[FBIS Translated Text] For many years he was the strong 
man of the Interior Ministry and guardian of the 
reserved funds. Today he is in the eye of the hurricane. 
Ex-policemen Amedo and Dominguez have testified that 
the former state secretary for security ordered disburse- 
ments of money to them from the reserved funds. Rafael! 
Vera denies everything: the payments, the orders, and 
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involvement with the GAL [Anti-Terrorist Liberation 
Groups]. He knows he may go to jail but is unafraid: “I 
have nothing to hide.” 


[Benavides] Your secretary, Juan de Justo, seems to have 
admitted to Garzon that he handed over 50 million 
[pesetas} to Amedo and Dominguez at your instruction. 


[Vera] I have no knowledge of that. I haven't seen this 
news. 


[Benavides] Did you also not know that the two 
policemen were paid half a million per month? 


[Vera] That's correct. And besides, my personal secre- 
tary didn’t do it. He didn’t say that and he didn’t do it. 


[Benavides] Not even in your office? 
[Vera] Not even in my office. 


[Benavides] There are some documents confirming the 
fact that the wives of the ex-policemen came to see you. 


[Vera] Yes, there are some visiting cards. I have 
admitted that those women visited Juan de Justo and 
me, but it had nothing to do with money changing hands. 


[Benavides] Why did they visit you? 


[Vera] I wanted to talk about their husbands, their 
future... for humanitarian reasons. | was very glad to 
receive them, despite the fact that in being overly gen- 
erous, one always runs the risk of looking in the news 
media as if one is involved in a complicated situation. I 
did what I had to do, and I would do it again. 


[Benavides] The visits were frequent? 


[Vera] Frequent? No. I personally don’t know how many 
times they came to see me. I don’t remember. I do not 
have the same prodigious memory capacity as those 
ladies (Mrs. Amedo and Mrs. Dominguez). I do not keep 
a diary. 


[Benavides] What has become of your relations with 
Amedo and Dominguez? 


[Vera] My relations? There aren't any. I met the two 
ex-policemen a little over a month ago, a few months 
after leaving the ministry. They contacted me through a 
friend of mine because they wanted to talk about their 
future, they had no job, and they wanted to see if I could 
help them on matters pertaining to interrogation. 
Nothing more. I chatted with them for a spell and that 
was the end of it. 


[Benavides] You never had any contact with them before 
that? 


[Vera] That's right. They saw me and I saw them at the 
GAL trial. We never saw each other, either at the 
ministry or anywhere else. 


[Benavides] Are you telling me you never gave orders for 
200 million pesetas to be given them? 
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[Vera] Never. 


[Benavides] Are you also saying Juan de Justo didn’t 
travel to Ginebra? 


[Vera] He went to Ginebra many times when he was my 
secretary. 

[Benavides] He went in order to take the money in 
person? 

[Vera] For that reason? Never. 


[Benavides] Who was the top man in counterterrorism 
when you were secretary of state for security? 


[Vera] I was. 


[Benavides] If it were proven that you ordered the 
payment of 200 million to Amedo and Dominguez, 
would that mean you were involved with the GAL 
network? 


[Vera] I didn’t order it. 


[Benavides] And if you had done it, would you consider 
yourself implicated? 


[Vera] No. Why should one thing imply the other? 


[Benavides] Why do you take responsibility for what De 
Justo did? 


[Vera] As my personal secretary, he did what I told him, 
handled the mail, telephone, visitors. He was never 
permitted to make political decisions. The responsibility 
was mine. 

[Benavides] His self-immolation might send you to jail. 


[Vera] Which I’m prepared for. One must stick to one’s 
principles above anything else and defend them regard- 
less of the cost. 


[Benavides] Are you going to summon Garzon to testify? 


[Vera] I suppose so. If he does, I’m going to be there. I 
don’t want any unnecessary delays. 


[Benavides] Are you afraid? 


[Vera] For myself, as a person, not at all. If I have any 
fear, it is for my family. Except for that, it doesn’t worry 
me much. I have nothing to hide. I never committed any 
improper acts when I was in office. As secretary of state 
I had many problems to deal with. It’s not an easy job. 
There are things you don’t want to do, but you have to do 
them anyway. They come with the territory. 


[Benavides] Are you satisfied with the way the reserved 
funds were used while you were in charge of the secre- 
tariat? 


[Vera] Insofar as I personally am concerned, without a 
doubt. People constantly talk about misappropriation of 
reserved funds. Well, I can tell you that “misappropria- 
tion” of reserved funds is something that happens all the 
time. If tomorrow I decide that some information useful 
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to the police or state security is worth 5 million, and the 
next day a new state secretary for security comes along 
who appraises it at 2 million, there’s a difference of 3 
million: So, am I guilty of misappropriating it? The 
funds are a complicated subject, there’s no fixed budget 
for them, no standard by which to decide. For example, 
when it’s a question of buying an agent or an official of 
a foreign country for reasons of state security, this is 
suborning his integrity, is it not? You're doing something 
that you know is bad, a crime. So the whole subject of 
reserved funds is shot through with irregularities. 
Anyone who can’t understand that has no understanding 
of statecraft. The most dangerous thing you can do is 
remove itis “cover”. What I can tell you is that the funds 
I administered were administered for the purposes for 
which they were intended. And what is that? That's hard 
to say. There is no law or standard that says for this or 
that specific reason. 


[Benavides] Are you going to bring an action against 
Amedo and Dominguez? 


[Vera] That would be difficult for me to do. There would 
have to be good reasons to do it. The public demands an 
explanation, and it seems that it must be in a juridical 
forum. But I'd really like to do even more. What purpose 
would it serve filing a complaint against those two 
gentlemen, whose future is already ruined? The people I 
—— to proceed against are those who instigated 
this affair. 


[Benavides] Who are they? 


[Vera] If I knew, | would denounce them. In this case, 
there is both an intellectual and an economic induce- 
ment. I'm not going to tell you I think Amedo and 
Dominguez are so altruistic as to have handed out 200 
million pesetas and then confessed solely to advance the 
cause of justice. There are others who have bigger scores 
to settle, or more important reasons for their actions. 


[Benavides] You have spoken of a conspiracy... 


[Vera] | prefer not to speak of conspiracy but rather of an 
organization whose mission is to destabilize the govern- 
ment and destroy Felipe Gonzalez. There is a plot to 
destroy the image of the head of government by rather 
undemocratic means and to ruin him not just for the 
present government but also for future governments. 


[Benavides] What were you trying to do by denouncing 
Baltasar Garzon? 


[Vera] To defend someone, Juan de Justo, who felt 
outraged and helpless to defend himself. But what finally 
spurred me to action in this situation was the Roldan 
case. We are all intimidated and perturbed by the 
“Roldan syndrome.” I decided to free myself from that 
complex and speak out, and fight to survive. 


[Benavides] And the complaint? 


FBIS-WEL-95-028 
10 February 1995 


[Vera] In the complaint I raised the issue of perversion of 
justice, because Garzon put pressure on a government 
functionary to reveal a secret which he was obliged to 
protect, i.e. the uses made of the reserved funds. That ts 
not to say misappropriation of funds. What funds are we 
talking about? Reserved funds? If they're reserved funds, 
there is no basis on which to establish that they were 
misappropriated. 

[Benavides] Isn't this a maneuver to get Garzon out of 
the case? 


[Vera] A friend, a loyal collaborator like De Justo, 1s 
above any kind of maneuvering to get rid of Garzon, who 
as examining magistrate doesn't worry me a bit. If it had 
been any another judge, I would have filed the complaint 
just the same. 


[Benavides] Gonzalez has denied any involvement with 
the GAL. Who is behind it? 


[Vera] There are various GAL-type groups and mystery 
men. There have been many groups of that kind: the 
Spanish Basque Battalion and other extreme-right 
groups that were financed by wealthy individuals and 
recruited their members from the dregs of society. A 
society that is under such fierce attack from terrorists 
reacts on several different levels. 


[Benavides] Is there any justification for GAL? 


[Benavides] In terms of institutional, political responsi- 
bility, none at all. As for the citizenry, during very 
difficult times, I have seen pent-up rage at the funerals of 
Civil Guardsmen, policemen, and civilians, and I have 
heard people say, “We're going to get them.” These are 
spontaneous expressicns of feeling. In fact, the last time 
that a member of the Basque police was killed, the PNV 
[Basque Nationalist Party] said it and nobody tore their 
hair over it. 


[Benavides] Governments ars **) led to wage a “dirty 
war” against terrorism? 

[Vera] What is a “dirty war”? You can't fight terrorism 
by waging a dirty war of your own, employing another 
sort of terrorism against it, if that’s what you mean. But 
“dirty war” can mean other things. Is it a “clean war” if 
you employ spies? When it comes to the security of the 
state, the line is very thin between what's legal and 
what's illegal. But insofar as you're talking about ter- 
rorist activities per se, the state cannot commit terrorist 
acts, assassinations... That would just be another form of 
terrorism. 


[Benavides] What would you have to say to the Spanish 
people, if you end up going to jail? 

[Vera] | would ask my family to remain calm and not to 
take any of the abuse personally. And I would tell society 
that situations sometimes develop in politics that result 
in injustices. | have spent many years doing work that ts 
very difficuli and risky, and this is what happens... I 
would ask for people to be understanding. 
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Denmark 


UK's Hurd Seeks To ‘Cement Alliances’ 


BR1002095995 Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE 
in Danish 9 Feb 95 p 3 


{Report by Be:it Winther: “Douglas Hurd on Friendly 
Visit”) 

{[FBIS Translated Text] The British foreign secretary 
spent 22 hours in Denmark. The time was used to 
discuss the Faeroes and to cement alliances before the 
revision of the EU's constitution. 


It was a meeting of the two EL! members most inclined to 
drag their feet when British Conservative Foreign Secre- 
tary Douglas Hurd paid a 22-hour working visit to 
Denmark yesterday. 


It is important to secure friends before the negotiations 
for a revision of the EU constitution begin at next year’s 
intergovernmental conference. And the Danish-British 
alliance could be enormously important when it comes 
to resisting the enthusiastically pro-union southern 


Europeans. 


After political talks with Prime Minister Poul Nyrup 
Rasmussen (Social Democratic Party) and Foreign Min- 
ister Niels Helveg i’etersen (Radical Liberal Party), 
Douglas Hurd stated that Denmark and Britain “agree 
on many points of view” and that “important to maxi- 
mize this agreement.” 


The Danish and the British governments agree among 
other things on extending the principle of subsidiarity 
and setting clear limits for what the EU should become 
involved in. But agreement ends when it comes to 
cooperation on defense and the relationship between 
small and large countries. 


Hurd told BERLINGSKE TIDENDE at the weekend 
that the British want the small countries in the EU to 
have fewer votes in the Council of Ministers when the 
EU is enlarged to include more countries. 


Denmark is opposed to this. Hurd was less outspoken 
yestercay, letting the matter rest after saying that the 
matter had been touched upon briefly during his meet- 
ings. 

In addition the British foreign secretary reiterated his 
hope that Denmark will be drawn more into European 
defense cooperation in the Western European Union 
(WEU). 


He pointed out that Denmark already makes a large 
contribution with peacekeeping forces in the former 
Yugoslavia, and that it is precisely this work which will 
have high priority in future cooperation on defense 
matters in Europe. 


After an extremely brief meeting with the Danish press, 
there was a rapi' transfer with a police escort from 
Asiatisk Plads [location of Danish Foreign Ministry] 
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over Knippeisbro to Christiansborg Palace, where Dou- 
glas Hurd met with Folketing speaker Erling Olsen 
(Social Democratic Party) and the leader of the Conser- 
vatives’ Danish sister party, Hans Engell (Conservative 
People’s Part}. 


Before Douglas Hurd’s plane took off again from Kas- 
trup Airport, he walked with his security guards from 
Christiansborg to the head office of A.P. Moller on 
Esplanaden. 


Here the British foreign secretary had a short meeting 
with the Maersk company leadership. 


Sweden 
Hijelm-Wallen on EU Expansion, Common 
Security 


BR1002111395 Stockholm SVENSKA DAGBLADET in 
Swedish 8 Feb 95 p 4 


{“Focus” article by Swedish Foreign Minister Lena 
Hjelm-Wallen: “Constructive Process on European 
Security] 

[FBIS Translated Text] In a few days’ time it will be 50 
years since Stalin, Churchill, and Roosevelt met in Yalta 
and fixed the map which would divide Europe into East 
and West. It is true that today the Berlin Wall! has been 
torn down, but the differences in living standards, dem- 
ocratic tradition, environmental standards, and in sev- 
eral other fields are still worryingly large. 


One of today's biggest challenges for the European 
Union, EU, is to bridge these gaps. to unite Europe. The 
proposed enlargement to the east is also a reason for the 
EU, only a few years after the Maastricht Treaty, to hold 
an intergovernmental conference to review the Union's 
foundation. 


The enlargement of the EU to the east has broad political 
support among member nations. But with all the adjust- 
ments which this process will require, it will be impos- 
sible to carry out painlessly. The new candidate members 
will be pressed to open the protected sectors of their 
economies to competition from the EU's member states. 
At the same time there must also be changes to the EU's 
current agncultural subsidies and regiona! support. 


There will be a heated discussion about this at the 
intergovernmental conference. Sweden has a strong 
interest in the Central European nations, including the 
Baltic states, joining the EU. These countries need the 
political and economic stability that EU membership 
can give them. We are their neighbors. Their stability 
and development have a direct influence on us. 


Intellectual Isolation 


If they lose hope of being admitted to the EU and the 
economic and social dichotomy in Europe continues, 
destructive political forces may be released. In recent 
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years we have seen examples of how intellectual tsola- 
tion, economic regression, and narrow-minded nation- 
alism can lead directly to a political catastrophe. 


There 1s of course a certain degree of conflict between the 
goais of broadening and deepening EU cooperation. At 
the same time as enlargement to the east 1s necessary, it 
must not take place at the cost of watered-down cooper- 
ation. The EU's stabilizing influence is linked to the 
intensity of EU cooperation. The member countries can 
only mect the most important challenges of the future 
together—unemployment, environmental crises, ine- 
quality between individuals as well as regions, and the 
development of democracy. 


Their Own Terms 


Nor should cooperation mean conformity, but rather a 
chance to share good experiences with each other. It ts 
important that the Central European countries as far as 
possible develop their societies on their own terms and, 
at the same time, avoid the problems we had on their 
way to a good society. 


We suffer, for example. from an underutilization of 
human resources linked to overutilization of natural 
resources —something which the EU Commission's out- 
going president, Jacques Delors, emphasized at the 
Essen summit in December. 


Parallel to the decision on a strategy for enlargement to 
the east, the EU has adopted a Mediterranean sirategy. It 
is 2 program of polit‘cal dialogue, free trade, and aid to 
the Mediterranean countries. 


This cooperation ts also in Sweden's interest since it 
could contribute to positive social and democratic devel- 
opments. It could prevent future conflicts and reduce the 
risk of floods of refugees. 


It is in the EU's own interest to expand cooperation also 
to other countries, outside Europe. Through trade, 
investment, development aid, and other forms of inter- 
national exchange, the EU can find ways to develop in 
harmony with the rest of the world, and the world with 
the EU. 


In the end it is only from the vision of a just world and 
a functioning and dignified life for all people on earth 
that we can achieve security for ourselves too. The 
consequences of poverty, in the form of war, refugees, 
and misery, do not stop at Europe's external borders. 


Good Possibility 


My own experience of the EU's common foreign and 
security policies shows that our chances of influence are 
good. This field 1s today characterized by consultations 
among |5 foreign ministers and inter-state cooperation. 
Sweden's chances of influencing the future development 
of the EU are directly connected to how active and 
skillful we are in the dialogue with other member coun- 
tries. 
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Our starting point should be to try to achieve the greatest 
possible security for people amd nations, including 
Sweden, by approaching the vision of “common secu- 
rity.” This concept was launched long ago during the 
Cold War by the global commission which [former 
Swedish Prime Minister] Olof Palme led in the carly 
1980's. 


In the new Europe “common security” has found new 
fertile soil. The security concept we are moving toward ts 
less about the risk of military invasions and more about 
questions with real connection to everyday life. It can be 
the environment, unemployment, cultural identity, 
democracy, or refugees. We can solve these questions 
only in cooperation with others. 


We can achieve much of this everyday peace-building 
through cooperation in the EU. 


But there must also be structures for the handling of 
crises and conflicts at the earliest possible stage. As | see 
it, the Organization for Security and Cooperation in 
Europe (OSCE)}—the new name for the CSCE—is a 
structure with good development potential for tackling 
these tasks in the framework of a pan- European security 
order. 


OSCE's Unique Advantages 


The OSCE has 53 member countries, among them both 
Russia and the United States, and several unique advan- 
tages. Its mission is so broad that it does not rule out 
conflicts within countries. It covers human nights and 
economic issues and among its tools are preventive 
measures and preventive diplomacy. 


In the future too Sweden will need satisfactory defenses. 
While we have everything to gain from the largest 
possible degree of international cooperation in the pre- 
ventive work on security policy, it is my conviction that 
it is not only of benefit to us but also to the rest of world 
that Sweden's miiitary nonalignment should remain 
unchanged. 


In preventive security policy efforts it is necessary to 
break new ground in international cooperation. To 
defend our country militarily another posture is needed. 
In this, continuity and a policy of military nonalignment 
that has firm support among the people are indispens- 
able assets. 


The Riksdag has also unanimously affirmed that Swe- 
den's military nonalignment, which aims at enabling our 
country to be neutral in case of war in our immediate 
environs, remains unchanged. 


Our military nonalignment is not an obstacle to Swe- 
den’s participation in the NATO initiative, Partnership 
for Peace (PFP), or to observer status in the Western 
European Union (WEU). Here there is constructive new 
thinking on European secunty issues where the NATO 
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countries cooperate with other countries in Europe, 
emphasizing humanitarian missions, conflict manage- 
ment, and peacekeeping. 


Sweden is looking forward to actively assuming respon- 
sibility for conflict resolution and peacekeeping efforts 
—something which we have shown very clearly in the 
former Yugoslavia. Around 1,300 Swedes are serving in 
the region. We have appropriated 900 million kronor in 
disaster relief and have received over 100,000 refugees. 


New Security Arrangements 


Sweden would of course not be indifferent if our neigh- 
bors or one of the EU's meiber states were hit by 
conflict. But we are not prepared to enter into com- 
mitted defense cooperation and thereby abandon our 
nonalignment. 

The overall security policy goal is to prevent war from 
breaking out and, if this were to happen, to make sure 
that we are not drawn into hostilities. Today military 
nonalignment im peacetime and neutrality in a war 
situation are the Swedish points of departure for the 
achievement of this goal. 


But in the future it will be possible to discern the outlines 
of new collective security arrangements. All the struc- 
tures | have mentioned have important roles in the 
achievement of this integration. The revolutionary dis- 
cussion on security policy which is now taking place ali 
over Europe has greater possibilities today than ever 
before to produce real common security. Today we can 
together make the vision of a common pan-European 
security order a reality. 


Carisson's First Hundred Days Viewed 


9SENO128A Stockholm DAGENS NYHETER in 
Swedish 15 Jan 95 p 8 


{Article by Kaa Eneberg: “Carlsson Garners Praise”) 


[FBIS Translated Text] Today Ingvar Carlsson has been 
prime minister for 100 days, and he gets a good grade, 
mainly as a strategist, from supporters as well as political 
opponents. 


Political scientists of various colors, with whom 
DAGENS NYHETER has spoken, are without exception 
impressed by the fact that he has succeeded in keeping 
his party together. He has cleverly handled the large 
internal opposition to membership in the EU [European 
Union] and so far even the disappointment that he, 
together with the “party's managing director” Goran 
Persson, is continuing to tighten the belt, and do< so 
even harder than what the nonsocialist government did. 


All of them note that Ingvar Carlsson as prime minister 
has played a rather hidden role. Inside as well as outside 
his own party one sees that he is very deliberately 
preparing his own political departure. He does not mix 
in more than necessary and allows the crown princes and 
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crown princesses to show what they are made of before a 
new election for party leader. 

No Pensioner 


However, there is no talk about any retirement for the 
now 60-year-old party leader to the party's cottage in 
Bommersvik, as there was for predecessor Tage 
Erlander. International assignments of the mediator type 
are his vision. That is why the major involvement on 
behalf of the UN. But not a permanent position that 
req’ ires too long an absence from the Tylo forests. 


“He is waiting to see how things develop, of course. Were 
the party to be hit before the next election by the chaos 
which the Liberal Party is now suffering through before 
the next party convention, then he will allow himself to 
be convinced to stay in his position, although against his 
will. He has always been there for the party,” say his 
friends in the party. 


Bertil Fiskesjo, former deputy speaker for the Center 
Party in the Riksdag, believes that in his actions Ingvar 
Carlsson benefits not only from the difficult national 
economic situation but also from the greatly weakened 
opposition. One must expect for at least another year 
that it will have difficulty coming together inio a 
common front. The threat of new elections that was 
initially thought to hang over the government is now 
dissipating. 


“The Only Way” 

“The opposition parties even have difficulty writing bills 
to cut down the proposals in the budget, since the 
Carisson government just continues the ‘policy of the 
only way.’ The difference is just in the details,” says 
Bertil Fiskesjo. Had a continued nonsocialist govern- 
ment proposed the same tough budget, the Riksdag 
would have been by demonstrators and the 
LO [Federation of Trade Unions] would have threatened 
a political strike. 

With a touch of irony he refers to the expression coined 
by Olof Palme is his days—the conformism of silence. 


“That is probably what we have to expect in the future,” 
thinks Bertil Fiskesjo, who does have some hope for the 
new mobility in the electorate that exists not just in 
Sweden but also abroad. 


“Many of those who voted for the Social Democratic 
party in the belief that old times would return could 
change their support in the next election. When people 
discover, for example, that tens of thousands of people 
will be removed from municipalities and administra- 
tions in contrast to the election promise to halt all the 
firings, maybe something will happen,” says Bertil 
Fiskesjo, who has found “stunned disappointment” in 
the Social Democratic grassroots. 

Political science Professor Olof Ruin is of the opinion 
that Ingvar Carlsson has brilliantly passed the first big 
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test by fire—the popular referendum on EU member- 
ship. A new one is likely to be waiting this spring in the 
budget debate. In the best Tage Erlander spirit, his 
disciple Ingvar Carlsson consistently favors delegating 
the government work to the cabinet. Based on his 
master’s, Tage Erlander’s model, he has allowed the 
finance minister to propose a tough budget, and the 
role-playing has been exactly the way it was during Tage 
Erlander’s time. Ingvar Carlsson acted as chairman— 
even with a certain presidential elevation—while Goran 
Persson (just as Gunnar Strang) acted as the party’s 


managing director. 


Olof Ruin does not regard Ingvar Carlsson’s growing 
interest in foreign policy as very strange. Even in Tage 
Erlander’s days foreign pc'icv occupied 30-40 percent of 
the prime minister's time. And if will grow with the EU 
involvement, whether one wants to or not. 


Several people note that the distinct resistance Ingvar 
Carlsson felt to assuming Olof Palme’s international 
involvement in 1986 has faded. His knowledge in the 
international field has increased and now he even shows 
enthusiasm for the task. His travel program if heavily 
booked for a long time to come and his Boras accent in 
English no longer embarrasses him. 


Lindman Exploit 


Political scientist Tommy Moller in Uppsala thinks that 
historically Ingvar Carlsson has accomplished a major 
feat during his first 100 days. He refers to the turnaround 
on the EU issue which he succeeded in bringing about 
without splintering the party. Even the tactical stroke of 
genius of bringing in a few leading EU opponents shows 
strategic wisdom. He draws a historical parallel with 
Conservative leader Arvid Lindman’s feat in keeping the 
right together regarding the right to vote in 1907. 


“The entire scenario was well thought out. Had Carl 
Bildt’s demand for a popular referendum before the 
election won, we would in all likelihood have had a 
rejection of membership. Ingvar Carlsson would have 
had a hard time getting the party to agree to a yes. It is 
also clever of him to have succeeded in avoiding a 
general Letrayal debate in the party. Having gotten the 
mandate for joint government with the Liberal Party, he 
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chose, by approaching Gudrun Schyman, to show the 
movement that now it is good, old, reliable Social 
Democratic policy that will prevail,” says Tommy Mol- 
ler. 


Younger Forces 

Several people are of the opinion, however, that both the 
election and the referendum have affected Ingvar 
Carlsson’s strength so much that for example the reorga- 
nization and new thinking in his own party have suf- 
fered. The party lacks its own modern identity. Ingvar 
Carlsson expects the younger ones to create it. 


That burden was placed on Mona Sahlin, Margot Wall- 
strom, “managing director’’ Persson, Anders Sund- 
strom—under the rather invisible leadership of coordi- 
nator Jan Nygren. Former Finance Minister Allan 
Larsson has been completely hidden by the curtain but 
plays a major role in the government work, in, among 
other things, parts of the labor market policy of the 


budget proposal. 


Ingvar Carlsson has very deliberately changed his lead- 
ership role since the 1986-1991 period in government. 
From having functioned, since the Erlander years in the 
1960s, as the party’s and Social Democratic administra- 
tions’ constant problem-solver, he now chooses to lie 
low. Problems are primarily what Jan Nygren is there to 
solve. A close friend says that Ingvar Carlsson is ““more 
democratic” in his way of working than Olof Palme, for 
example. In situations where Olof Palme dictated how 
things were to be solved, Ingvar Carlsson refers to the 
party’s various decisionmaking levels. 


During the first government period, he figured exces- 
sively often on the television screen without offering 
decisions. Today, he carefully chooses his appearances 
and expresses himself only when he has something to 
say. 


According to Tommy Moller, Ingvar Carlsson is the only 
Swedish politician with a “U-shaped” popularity curve. 
From having been at the top in 1986, he dropped to the 
bottom at the end of the mandate period and has since 
managed a complete recovery. During the bottom mark 
in 1991 it also was not Ingvar Carlsson the person that 
the voters turned against but the policy, in Tommy 
Moller’s opinion. 
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Agreement on EU-Turkey Customs Union 
Rejected 


NC0902170895 Athei:s Elliniki Radhiofonia Radio 
Network in Greek 1600 GMT 9 Feb 95 


{[FBIS Translated Text] A ministerial meeting, held at 
noon today in the Maximos Palace under the chairman- 
ship of Prime Minister Andreas Papandreou, decided to 
reject in principle the agreement on the Turkey-EU 
customs union. Press Minister Evangelos Venizelos said 
after the meeting that the Greek Government's position 
on the agreement reached by the EU foreign ministers 
council is negative. In his statement to correspondents, 
Mr. Venizelos made it clear that the government believes 
that there are possible ways to continue the meetings in 
order to improve and amend certain positions in the 
agreement which are not in Greece’s interest. The prime 
minister will send a letter to his counterparts of the EU 
countries. 


Mr. Venizelos further noted that the three points on 
which the Greek side disagrees are: First, Greece 
demands a clear fixing of the date for the opening of 
negotiations on Cyprus’ accession to the EU. Second, a 
safer formulation for the pre-accession dialogue on 
Cyprus’ membership. Third, arrangements concerning 
the protection of the Greek textile industry from Turkish 
competition. If these demands are not met then the veto 
on Turkey's customs union with the EU will be vetoed. 
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Referring to the handling by the alternate foreign min- 
ister, Mr. Venizelos said that Mr. Yeoryios-Alexandros 
Mangakis worked very hard in the negative climate 
which prevailed on Monday [6 February] at the EU 
foreign ministers meeting. In conclusion, Mr. Venizelos 
noted that there is no question of convening the council 
of political leaders under the president’s chairmanship. 


Release of Albanian Greeks Termed ‘Positive 
Event’ 


NC0902193495 Athens Elliniki Radhiofonia Radio 
Network in Greek 1800 GMT 9 Feb 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] Evangelos Venizelos, press min- 
ister and government spokesman, described the release 
of the four Greek minority members in Albania as a 
significant event, pointing out that this is an opportunity 
to improve Greek-Albanian relations. Responding to a 
question, Mr. Venizelos stressed that at this time there is 
no question of Foreign Minister Karolos Papoulias vis- 
iting Tirana. Mr. Venizelos stressed: 


[Begin Venizelos recording] A significant event for us 
would be the end to the ordeal of the four Greeks—the 
fifth Greek has already been released—irrespective of 
the legal basis and the procedural method for ending this 
ordeal. So, the release, irrespective of the problems 
which existed within the case, is a positive event and is 
welcomed by the Greek Government as such and also as 
an opportunity for improving Greek-Albanian relations. 
{end recording] 
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Envoy to U.S. Briefs House Committee Chairman 


TA1002113395 Ankara TRT Television Network in 
Turkish 0700 GMT 10 Feb 95 


[Yilmaz Polat report from Washington] 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Benjamin A. Gilman, the 
chairman of the U.S. House of Representatives Foreign 
Affairs Committee, has stated that the United States 
attaches importance to its relations with Turkey. Gilman 
recounted that Turkey is an important ally for estab- 
lishing peace and stability in the region. Gilman received 
Ambassador Nuzhet Kandemir, Turkey's ambassador to 
Washington, at his office in the House Office Building 
and conferred with him for 45 minutes. 


Stating that he is especially interested in Turkey and the 
region, Gilman received information from the Turkish 
ambassador on the latest developments regarding the 
separatist terrorist organization PKK [Workers Party of 
Kurdistan], human rights, Cyprus, the EU, and the 
Customs Union. Noting that he fully backs Turkey’s 
fight against the separatist terrorist organization PKK, 
Gilman added that he will continue to support Turkey, 
which assumes an important role in establishing peace 
and stability in the region. 


Amb. Kandemir, in turn, stated that Turkish-American 
relations should be careful regarding their commitment 
to specific issues such as human rights and the influence 
of certain lobbies. 


[Ankara Turkiye Radyolari Network in Turkish at 0530 
GMT on 10 February carries a similar report that adds: 
“Explaining that both countries benefit from foreign aid 
loans, which are part of bilateral cooperation, Amb. 
Kandemir urged restraint to be shown in the Congress in 
undertaking initiatives which may adversely affect bilat- 
eral relations.”} 


Ties With U.S. Seen After ATC Meeting 


NC0902123095 Ankara TURKISH PROBE in English 
27 Jan 95 pp 6-7 


[Report by Ugur Akinci] 


{[FBIS Transcribed Text] Turkish-U.S. relations never 
followed a straight-forward path. From the day Turkey 
joined NATO back in 1951 up until 1994 when the U.S. 
Congress conditioned U.S. foreign aid to Turkey on 
improvement in human rights, the relationship basically 
remained a military alliance firmly rooted in Turkey's 
geostrategic position on the map, with plenty of ups and 
downs in between. In the post-Cold War period, Turkish 
officials at all levels frequently repeated the demand for 
transformation of this alliance into an “enhanced part- 
nership” by addition of a genuine economic dimension. 
The 1995 annual convention of the American Turkish 
Council (ATC) held in Washington, Jan. 18-21, was a 
forum where the concept was put to a fair test with 
mixed resuits. 
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One common complaint most Turks had about the ATC 
function was that it had too many Turkish participants 
and not enough Americans. This perception is important 
since it reveals an underlying Turkish assumption that 
anything less than a one-on-one meeting between heads 
of states is insufficient to propel the bilateral relations 
forward. Yes, Presidents Demirel and Clinton were 
absent but look who was there from the American side: 
Assistant Secretary of State Richard Holbrooke, U.S. 
Ambassador to Ankara Mark Grossman, House Interna- 
tional Relations Chair Ben Gilman, Lt. Gen, Wesley 
Clark of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, George Harris of the 
Department of State, Boyce Fitzpatrick from the Depart- 
ment of Commerce, and scores of other U.S. officials, 
consultants and businessmen. Even Vice Adm. Sir Peter 
Abbott, deputy supreme allied commander, Atlantic, 
was present discussing NATO issues with Col. Sadi 
Cayci of the Turkish General Staff (TGS), Lt. Gen. 
Cevik Bir, also a member of TGS and a former U.N. 
commander in Somalia; and Maj. Gen. D. Bruce Smith, 
deputy commander Sixth ATAF, Izmir. 


A Turkish delegation including Turkish Parliament 
Speaker Husamettin Cindoruk’s representative Murat 
Sokmenoglu and Nationalist Movement Party (MHP) 
member Halil Sivgin had the chance to visit House 
Speaker Newt Gingrich in his office following a Repub- 
lican Prayer Breakfast at the Capitol during which Gin- 
grich lectured over 70 members of the U.S. Congress 
about the importance of discovering Ataturk’s leader- 
ship secrets. If the ATAA [Assembly of Turkish Amer- 
ican Association] convention did not produce anything 
else, that episode alone would have justified the whole 
affair. It was a PR coup worth a million. The ATC 
convention was a four-day event attended by over 700 
guests that such grass-roots Turkish-American organiza- 
tions like ATAA and FTAA [expansion unavailable] 
should have been able to put together by now. 


The way ATC President Fred Haynes single-handedly 
went about trying (unsuccessfully) to convince President 
Suleyman Demirel, Prime Minister Tansu Ciller, and 
Parliament Speaker Husamettin Cindoruk to attend the 
convention certainly rubbed a lot of people the wrong 
way. Understandably, the fact that the Turkish Embassy 
in Washington was to a large extent left out did not sit 
well with many in Ankara and Washington. “That's not 
how it’s done in our country,” a Turkish official told 
PROBE. But when judged exclusively by its results, it is 
only fair to conclude that the ATC convention is still the 
only public platform of any significance in the United 
States that brings hundreds of Turks, Turkish-Americans 
and Americans together to interface on defense, cultural, 
economic and the political issues of the day. 


Having said that, let us reiterate that such an event is 
significant not only for the amicable panel discussions 
where everyone congratulates one another but for the 
irreconcilable positions revealed in other panels and the 
discussions that continue in the hallways as well. 
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One noncontroversial message heard throughout the 
convention was the strong support high ranking U.S. 
officials gave to Turkish-U.S. friendship. “We are bullish 
on Turkey,” is how Amb. Grossman put it succinctly. 
Assistant Secretary Holbrooke said, “Turkey has an 
integral part to play in the expansion of the Western 
institutions,” adding that in 1995 Turkey would be a 
“major focus” in the U.S. “Big Emerging Markets” 
initiative. Ben Gilman, speaking on behalf of House 
Speaker Gingrich, said, “(The U.S.) Congress appreci- 
ates the importance of Turkey as a friend and an ally in 
an increasingly unstable region.” Gilman assured Turks 
that he was not insensitive to the issue of terrorism 
either. “I firmly understand that the people of Turkey, 
including thousand of Turkish Kurds, have been victim- 
ized by a vicious terrorist campaign waged by a Marxist 
Leninist organization which goes by the name of the 
Kurdish Workers’ Party (PKK).” 


Thus, at one level Turks heard all the right things that 
they wanted to hear. It was a testimony to the fact that 
the classical geostrategy-based security arrangement 
between Turkey and the United States was alive and 
well. Yet at other levels there were enough signs to 
suggest that the partners still have a long way to go to 
convert that arrangement into a broad “enhanced part- 
nership” supported by a solid economic spine. 


For one thing, some of the messages wee laced with the 
same human rights concerns that gave Turkey such a 
mega headache in 1994 and even resulted in the impo- 
sition of an unofficial embargo on some Turkish military 
purchase orders. Holbrooke, for example, during his key 
luncheon address said the United States “rejects com- 
pletely” the thesis that demanding respect for human 
rights in other countries is tantamount to “interfering in 
the internal affairs” of the countries in question. 
“Respect for human rights is an essential part of any 
prospering democracy.” He warned that “persistent 
problems” can “deter trade” with Turkey, followed up 
by “legislative pressures.” That certainly was not the sort 
of language that “enhanced partners” should use to 
address one another. 


On the economic front, it was again doubtful if the 
Turkish and American sides understood the same thing 
from “enhanced partnership.” They seemed to be either 
not trying enough or trying too much to bring about such 
a dialogue. A sound balance still seems to be missing. 


Consider the following exchange that PROBE witnessed 
at the convention during a coffee break. An American 
businessman was talking to a Turkish consultant. The 
man, just back from a construction trade fair in Istanbul, 
was eager to export central vacuum systems for high rise 
buildings and hotels through a Turkish partner. The 
Turkish consultant, an educated and sophisticated 
woman from Istanbul, told him that she would charge 
$6,000 upfront to set up a company on his behalf in 
Turkey. Knowing that he could form such a corporation 
for about only $500 in the United States, the man 
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wanted to know what extraordinary goodies he would get 
in return. Not much, it turned out except for the privi- 
lege of getting his foot in Central Asia’s hypothetical 
door. 


Sensing his hesitation, she immediately launched into a 
hard-ball maneuver. She wanted to know what he would 
do if he did not agree to form a company with her and 
some other Turkish firm directly contacted the U:S. 
manufacturer in question, cutting him out of the deal 
completely. Needless to say, the conversation went 
downhill from there on, with the speed that could win 
the Turkish downhill skiing team an Olympic medial. 
That certainly was one case where the Turkish side was 
just trying too much to become an “enhanced partner” at 
any cost. 


There were other occasions where the Turkish represen- 
tatives did not seem to care a whole lot whether they won 
any U.S. business or not. The U.S. businessmen that 
Probe talked to shared in general the view that the Turks 
did not care for longterm planning that should underline 
any joint project. Holbrooke openly expressed the “‘frus- 
tration” the U.S. businessmen experienced in dealing 
with Turkey and warned that “U.S. business can go 
somewhere else” instead. The on-again off-again priva- 
tization drive was a main point of concern with the 
Americans. “It takes leadership to punch through such 
inertia,” Holbrooke said, putting his finger on a com- 
modity which is in very short stock these days in Turkey. 


The Turkish-U.S. discussions during the ATC conven- 
tion on the proposed joint production in Turkey of M-48 
and M-60 tank spare parts revealed the extent of Turkish 
ambivalence on the issue. The tanks in question wee 
manufactured during the 1950s and 1960s. Thousands of 
M-48s and M-60s were transferred as excess U.S. mili- 
tary equipment to a dozen U.S.-friendly countries like 
Turkey, Pakistan and South Korea. 


The market for the spare parts these older generation 
tanks constantly need is said to be a very lucrative one. 
Yet, according to a Probe source who was present at the 
discussions, although this was one concrete “enhanced 
partnership” project, the Turkish side preferred to play it 
cool and did not sound too forthcoming on financing. “It 
iS a Comparatively small project that can get off the 
ground for under $10 million,” the source said. “But 
time is money and there are others who are fiercely 
competing for the same project. Our Turkish friends 
don’t want to understand that,” the source complained. 
The fact that Turkish Defense Industries Undersecretary 
Yalcin Burcak—who was present at last year’s ATC 
convention—did not show up this time was mentioned 
as a sign of Turkey’s laxity in this regard. 


One of the highlights of the ATC convention was argu- 
ably the announcement of the Caspian-Mediterranean 
oil pipeline project by Turkish Minister of Energy Veysel 
Atasoy. Flanked by BOTAS (Turkish pipeline company) 
President Hayrettin Uzun, Atasoy outlined the impres- 
sive initiative that could open a new page in the Turkish 
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economy and foreign relations. Even financing the esti- 
mated $2 billion cost of the pipeline does not seem to be 
a problem. BOTAS reportedly already has $1 billion 
ready in equipment credits. But the looming security 
questions went totally unanswered. 


The proposed pipeline has to go through either Armenia, 
Iran or Georgia to reach Turkey. Georgia is already 
sucked into the “near abroad” of Russia, which declared 
its nonrecognition of Conventional Forces in Europe 
(CFE) flank limits on conventional weapons. Armenia 
currently occupies 20 percent of Azerbaijan and can 
orchestrate the elimination of all U.S. aid to Turkey 
through Sen. Bob Dole’s “Humanitarian Aid Corridor 
Act” proposal. Iran, on the other hand, is absolutely out 
for the United States. U.S. Ambassador to Baku Richard 
Kauzfarich recently told President Aliyev that if Azer- 
baijan insists on giving 5 percent of the historical oil deal 
to Iran, then four U.S. oil companies will pull out of the 
oil consortium. Atasoy simply shrugged his shoulders to 
questions about the pipeline route and said, “Turkey 
doesn’t have any preferences concerning the exact route 
through which the Kazakh oil will reach its borders.” 
There weren't too many Americans who shared Atasoy’s 
deep faith in Turkey’s neighbors cooperating to let 
Kazakh oil flow to Turkey. 


If “enhanced partnership” is ever to become a reality, 
Turkey should not take the current U.S. interest for 
granted, on the one hand, while accepting the Western 
notion that there is nothing wrong with making a buck, 
on the other. The Americans should also keep in mind 
that they are dealing with a country which has been 
burned more than once by embargoes and resolutions 
imposed upon Turkey by the machinations of ethnic 
lobbies. Americans complain about inertia and ambiva- 
lence while Turks complain about greed and double 
standards. Such a gap can only be bridged with expanded 
participation in more frequent bilateral platforms like 
the ATC convention. TUYAPO’s “IDEF Turkey 1995” 
defense industry fair in September is one such opportu- 
nity. [expansions unknown] The enfolding saga of 
“enhanced partnership” will continue. 


Columnist: Importance of U.S. Support for 
Pipeline 


NC1002082095 Istanbul TURKIYE in Turkish 6 Feb 
95 p 13 


[Commentary carried within the “Echoes” column by 
Professor Dr. Yilmaz Altug: “Tengiz-Baku-Ceyhan Oil 
Pipeline”’] 

[FBIS Translated Excerpt] In his first news conference at 
his residence, U.S. Ambassador to Ankara Marc 
Grossman said: “Turkey is very important for us” and 
announced that the United States has endorsed Turkey's 
thesis of transporting Kazakh and Azerbaijani oil to the 
West through the Tengiz-Baku-Ceyhan pipeline. Gross- 
man’s statement in Ankara to the effect that “we support 
the passage of the oil pipeline through Turkey” followed 
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a statement by the U.S. Administration in Washington. 
By supporting Turkey with its surprise decision, the 
United States has enabled Turkey to win the greatest 
battle in the oil transport war. This decision came at a 
very critical moment. At the very time when Moscow 
was exerting the maximum pressure for transporting 
Caspian oil to the Black Sea via Russian territory, the 
support coming from the United States also relieved 
Kazakhstan and Azerbaijan. Now it is certain that the oil 
will pass through Turkey. Because of the oil pipeline, 
Turkey will make huge economic and strategic gains and 
will become “rich in surface oil.” [passage omitted] 


Chechnya Crisis Determining Factor 


It is being indicated that because of the Russian attack 
the transport of Caspian oil to Russia’s Novorossiysk 
port via Groznyy has been deleted from the agenda. In 
passing on its glad tidings, U.S. Ambassador Grossman 
also con: eyed the message that “Turkey is very impor- 
tant for us.” Grossman said: “We support Turkish 
democracy and territorial integrity. We believe the 
United States and Turkey should forge a relationship 
based on ~ utual interests. We support the strengthening 
of the T.. kish economy.” 


Turkey should move carefully in the coming months so 
as not to miss this opportunity, because Russia is already 
working to undermine the opportunity. 


Pipeline Project, Turkey's Foreign Policy Viewed 


NC1002114095 Istanbul CUMHURIYET in Turkish 3 
Feb 95 p 9 


[From the “Problems in Politics” column by Ergun 
Balci: “The Pipeline and Turkey’s Policy” 


[FBIS Translated Text] Undoubtedly, U.S. support for 
the project to construct an oil pipeline between Baku and 
Ceyhan is a historic opportunity for Turkey. Washington 
maintained a different approach on the matter in 1994. 
The White House suggested to President Nursultan 
Nazarbayev when he visited the United States that it 
would be better if he preferred to have Kazakhstan's oil 
transferred through Russia’s installations in Novoross- 
isk. 


Ankara has made intensive diplomatic initiatives to 
secure support for the Baku-Ceyhan pipeline project in 
the past. However, it is obvious that U.S. economic and 
strategic interests were the main factor that encouraged 
Washington to change its approach and support the 
Baku-Ceyhan pipeline project. 


President Clinton believed that the “strategic partner- 
ship” policy between the United States and Russia was 
very important. However, several problems affected that 
approach during the past year. The difference of views 
between the two countries on Bosnia, Iraq, and NATO's 
growing structure created a tense atmosphere in their 
relations. Meanwhile, the war in Chechnya created a 
very insecure situation for the project to construct an oil 
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pipeline through that region. Consequently, the project 
of the Baku-Ceyhan pipeline drew significant attention. 
In short, it can be said that the weakening of the 
“strategic partnership” policy and the war in Chechnya 
have affected the White House approach on the pipeline 
project. 


Turkey must take many steps inside and outside the 
country to appropriately assess the historic opportunity 
at the present time. First, we must pull ourselves 
together. We must then resolve the problem of human 
rights. Furthermore, we must not sentence people to 
prison because they express their views. We must 
abandon old-fashioned practices, such as taking legal 
action against writer Yasar Kemal just because DER 
SPIEGEL published one of his articles. The assessment 
he madc in that article may have been sentimental and 
exaggerated. However, an administration that takes legal 
action against writers just because it opposes their views 
cannot be described as one that complies with the 
contemporary requirements of democracy. So, it has no 
right to react to criticism by saying in anger that “foreign 
countries are hostile to Turkey.” That must be kept in 
mind. 


Turkey must launch peaceful initiatives in foreign coun- 
tries. It must select Russia, Armenia, and Syria first. It is 
a fact that the significant changes that have taken place 
after the Cold War ended and the establishment of 
independent Turkic republics in the Caucasus and Cen- 
tral Asia created rivalry between Turkey and Russia. In 
fact, the two countries have adopted a skeptical 
approach toward each other, as was the case with the 
former Islamic Ottoman and Orthodox Russian 
Empires. 


Nevertheless, the two sides do not stand to gain anything 
from bringing up the disputes that existed between them 
in the past. Turkey and Russia are interested in the 
Caucasus and Central Asia. So, they must cooperate in 
peace to promote their interests. The administrations of 
the two countries must maintain a wise policy, reduce 
the rivalry between them to a minimum, and cooperate 
in peace. For example, certain circles have claimed that 
Turkey must effectively support Chechnya because it 
obstructs Russia. However, Ankara urging Russia to 
agree to the peaceful settlement of the problem in that 
country would be a wiser approach. 


It is a fact that the crisis in Chechnya has brought to light 
Russia's situation. Meanwhile, Turkey's situation is no 
secret either. Ankara stands to gain nothing from pro- 
voking Moscow to maintain a hostile policy toward 
Turkey. 


Considering all that, Ankara explaining that the Baku- 
Ceyhan project must not be interpreted as one which 
excludes Russia will be a realistic and positive approach. 


Considering Armenia's aggression against Azerbaijan, 
that republic is a headache for Turkey. Nevertheless, 
Armenia is in a pitiful situation. It needs Turkey to help 
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it establish links with foreign countries. Yerevan is also 
worried by the possibility of Russia’s expansion in the 
Caucasus. Meanwhile, President Levon Ter-Petrosian 
closed down the fanatic Dashnaktsutyun Party in 
Armenia some time ago. That was a meaningful initia- 
tive. 


The oil pipeline may cross through Georgia and 
Armenia. It may cross through the latter if it agrees to 
end its occupation of a part of Azerbaijan's territory. 
Yerevan stands to gain from the pipeline if it crosses 
through Armenia. 


Turkey can urge Armenia to agree to find a peaceful 
solution to the Karabakh problem. For example, the 
concept of the establishment of “two corridors” to link 
Armenia and Nagorno-Karabakh and Azerbaijan and 
Nakhichevan can be considered. An effort can be made 
to convince President Levon Ter-Petrosian that the oil 
pipeline will create a historic opportunity for peace and 
tranquillity in the southern part of the Caucasus. Presi- 
dent Heydar Aliyev is a pragmatic and flexible leader 
who has maintained a dialogue with President Ter- 
Petrosian. So, Ankara agreeing to establish a dialogue 
with Yerevan may defuse the tension. 


Regarding Syria, that country gives significant support 
to the Workers Party of Kurdistan [PKK] and allows 
PKK leader Abdullah Ocalan to shelter in its territory. 
Nevertheless, the transnational waters issue is a problem 
for that country. It has complained several times that 
Turkey has been reluctant to sign an agreement on 
transnational waters. Considering all that, an effort to 
remove Syria’s anxiety on the waters of the Euphrates 
River may persuade Damascus to withdraw the aid it 
gives to the PKK. 


Turkey may focus more attention on the need for a 
democratic solution to the Kurdish problem if acts of 
terrorism subside in the country. 


Obviously, the opportunities in foreign politics must be 
appropriately assessed. That is essential. Turkey can do 
that at the present time. 


Bosnian Foreign Minister, Karayalcin Exchange 


TA0902200695 Ankara TRT Television Network in 
Turkish 1800 GMT 9 Feb 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] Bosnian Foreign Minister Irfan 
Ljubijankic, currently visiting Turkey, met with Murat 
Karayalcin, foreign minister and deputy prime minister. 
Asked to comment on the recent situation in Bosnia- 
Herzegovina upon his arrival at the Foreign Ministry, 
the visiting minister said that despite the cease-fire, units 
belonging to separatist Muslim leader (Fikret Abdic) 
continue to attack the Bosnian people in Bihac region. 
Noting that the Serbs are obstructing the efforts to 
distribute international aid, Ljubijankic noted that it is 
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impossible to estimate what will happen in Bosnia- 
Herzegovina at the end of the four-month cease-fire, 
which will end on | May. 


Ljubiyankic then called on Karayalcin. In a statement 
before the meeting, Karayalcin said that the recent 
developments concerning the cease-fire process in 
Bosnia-Herzegovina will be discussed with the guest 
minister. Recalling that he last met with the foreign 
ministers of Bosnia-Herzegovina and Croatia in Geneva, 
Karayalcin said that matters regarding the upcoming 
tripartite meeting will be discussed today. 


[Begin Karayalcin recording] Following the Zagreb 
meeting, we will probably meet in Sarajevo in April. We 
will conduct an assessment on matters concerning the 
federation as well as our bilateral relations with Bosnia- 
Herzegovina. [end recording] 


A joint statement issued at the end of the meeting 
declared that the two ministers reviewed the situation in 
Bosnia-Herzegovina and exchanged views on the recent 
developments. According to the statement, the ministers 
agreed on the need to accelerate the efforts for a peaceful 
solution until the agreement on the cessation of the 
clashes in Bosnia-Herzegovina and the withdrawal of the 
peace forces from occupied Croatian territories come 
into force. The two ministers reiterated their belief that 
if a lasting solution is to be achieved in the areas of 
conflict, the sovereignty and territorial integrity of all the 
States in the region should be guaranteed within their 
internationally recognized borders. The ministers also 
reaffirmed their conviction that a federation constitutes 
the most suitable model harboring all the peoples in 
Bosnia-Herzegovina under its roof and sanctioning a 
multipeopie, multicultural, and multireligious commu- 
nity. 


During the meeting, the Bosnian foreign minister 
declared his country’s appreciation of, support for, and 
confidence in Turkey's active participation in the 
ongoing peace process. Karayalcin, in turn, repeated 
Turkey's approach to Bosnia and the Balkans based on 
the principles it adopted from the very beginning. He 
stressed that Bosnia~Herzegovina constitutes an example 
for former Yugoslavia, the Balkans, and the new order 
beyond its borders. As a Balkan country, Turkey is 
determined to continue its full support for compliance 
with international principles and their implementation 
in the region, Karayaicin asserted. 


Iraq's Al-Sahhaf, Karayaicin Discuss Relations 


TA1002073495 Ankara TRT Television Network in 
Turkish 2110 GMT 9 Feb 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] Iraqi Foreign Minister 
Muhammad Sa’id al-Sahhaf has arrived in Ankara on an 
official visit. Murat Karayalcin, foreign minister and 
deputy prime minister, received the guest minister at 
Ankara’s Esenboga Airport. 
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In a statement he issued at the Airport, Karayalcin 
pointed out that it was the first time since the Gulf War 
that an Iraqi foreign minister was visiting Turkey. 
Noting that the Iraqi and Turkish peoples are bound by 
strong ties that have their roots in the past, Karayalcin 
added that friendly relations have always prevailed 
between the two countries. 


[Begin Karayalcin recording] Turkey is in favor of the 
territorial integrity of the Iraqi state. Turkey has clearly 
expressed its views on this issue at all times and at every 
opportunity and place. We will hold meetings on issues 
of concern to both countries during the visit of the 
honorable minister. | hope we will also have a chance to 
tackle regional issues. Turkey's most sincere wish is for 
Iraq to assume its place in the international community 
as soon as possible and we actually know that the Iraqi 
state has taken significant steps on this path. We sin- 
cerely hope to be able to contribute to developments 
which will take place from now on. [end recording} 


Al-Sahhaf, in turn, said that he arrived in Turkey with 
optimistic expectations, expressing conviction that his 
meetings will yield positive results. The guest minister 
stressed that Iraq aspires to renew the productive 
friendly relations it had with Turkey. Al-Sahhaf 
recounted that issues such as furthering the confidence 
between the two countries and developing peace and 
prosperity in the region will be discussed during his 
contacts. 


Ankara Warns Greece on Terrorism, Expresses 
Concern 


TA0802162595 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1550 
GMT 8 Feb 95 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] Ankara, Feb 8 (A.A)}—Turkey 
warned Greece after information that Athens has been 
providing training for members of separatist organiza- 
tion. 


Foreign Ministry spokesman Ferhat Ataman told a 
weekly news briefing that Greek Embassy under secre- 
tary was summoned to the Foreign Ministry on Tuesday 
[7 February], and warned that “two terrorists caught in 
Ankara confessed that they were trained on bombs in a 
camp at Greece.” 


“We emphasized the deep concern and discomfort we 
felt on this, and demanded information from the Greek 
side. And it is stressed that we expect great sensitivity on 
such terrorist activities in Greece,” he said. 


“This event is the continuation of previous similar 
activities,” he added, “it is impossible not to notice the 
attendance and support of Greek legislators from both 
parties in power and in opposition to the press confer- 
ence of terrorist organization's spokesman which was 
held recently.” 


Atamar ©. d that the minimum weakness to fight 
against terromsm within international obligations will 
sooner or later destroy the order of that country. 
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Role of ‘Muslim’ Turkey in ‘Christian’ EU 
Queried 


NC1002093595 Istanbul TURKIYE in Turkish 6 Feb 
95 p 5 


{Commentary appearing within the “Foreign Policy” 
column by M. Necati Ozfatura: “Customs Union Equals 
Colonial Agreement”™] 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] To enter into a customs union 
without first becoming a full member of the EU—known 
first as the European Economic Community (EEC), then 
European Community (EC), and now European Union 
(EU)—is tantamount to indirectly becoming its colony. 
Turkey should not cater the customs union. The view 
that “Turkey cannot afford to forego the customs union™ 
is very wrong. The argument that Turkey will became a 
pivotal regional country within a few years of forging 
economic integration with the EU is mere deception. 
Some circles’ descriptions of the association protocol as 
an initial promise to marry, customs union as the engage- 
ment, and full membership of the EU as the marriage are 
lies. [passage omitted] 


Customs union is full of the unknown for Turkey. 
Turkey is being thrown into an unknown sea with its 
hands tied. Drowning is the only expected outcome. 


Turkey has over 100 customs posts and the EU has 
90,000 pages of customs regulations. Few customs 
officers know foreign languages and no personnel under- 
stand the 90,000 pages of regulations. Yet these 90,000 
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pages of regulations stipulate that the customs proce- 
dures should be handled promptly. There are hundreds 
of committees within the EU. How will we know about 
the decisions of those committees on which we will not 
be represented? How can we implement them and 
defend our rights? The approval of Koc, Sabanci, and 
other major corporations is not enough. The Turkish 
economy is based on small and medium-size enterprises. 
Yet their views have never been sought. The EU's 
headquarters in Brussels look like a “cross” from the sky. 
We should not forget the following statement by [former] 
European Commission President Jacques Delors: 
“Europe is a Christian community. Greece and Rome 
constitute the foundations of Europe. Turkey is a 
Muslim country. Turkey cannot become a member of the 
European Community.” 


The European Muhammed Esed [not further identified], 
who was exalted by Islam, says: “The shadow of the 
Crusades still hovers over the West. The West is still 
guided by this ghost in all its reactions against Islam and 
the Islamic World.” 


Europe is the cradle of “Western civilization.” Greece 
and Rome are its foundations. Every perverted move- 
ment and ideology, suct: as those of Marx and Engels, 
that is, Socialism and Communism, the ideas of the 
French Revolution, and the Industrial Revolution, orig- 
inated in Europe. Two world wars originated in Europe. 
The Turkish people cannot integrate with the Christian 
Western culture. The people’s view should be sought 
through a referendum before entering the customs 
union. 
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